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Uail.ison,  John.. 
Danis,  David  ... 

Dams,  John . 

Darns,  S.  ,1 . 

Hartman,  E.  O  . 
Hcpakakwajidan 
liilliard,  Rohe  it.. 
Hiinelright,  G.  W 
Hires,  lii.am  ... 
Dodges,  G.  O  — 
Hoffman,  Edw 
Dotauka,  «/.«.« 

Duck,  Francis 
Hughes,  R.  1'.. 
li  utter,  Hernia 


Irgens,  U.  A...  . 


Jack 


Keegin,  C.  J . 

Keenan,  Michael . 

Kelly,  Janies . . 

Kelly,  Pat.ick . 

Kelly,  llicha.d . 

Kent,  J.  H . 

Keye,  Frede.ick . 

Kiciwakankan,  aims  Jack  Small.. 

Kiel.v,  Je.emiah . 

lvilien,  John . 

Kopojan  .  .  .. 

Koster,  Heiko . 

Kurtz,  Maitiu . 

L. 

Laird,  James . . 

Lain  he;  t,  J.  11 . . 

Larkins,  John . .  . 

Lee,  \V  illiam . 

Leonard,  i  homas  . 

Leonha.d,  Kdwa.d . 

Le  Rand,  Eugene . 

Lonney,  \\  illiam . 


Ludlow,  \\  illiam.. 

Lumsden,  S.  B _ 

Lunsden,  W.  (  .. . 
Lynch,  James  ..  . 


Mahoney,  Edward.. 
Mans,  Chailes  ...  . 
Mars  j'iner  ,he -nnui 


Ma.sli,  O.  II . 

Martin,  Janies . 

Maxwell,  William... 
Mct'aff.ev,  Kiancis.. 
McClellan,  William. 
.McDonald,  George. . . 
McGee,  Pat.ick...'. .. 

McHugh,  Philip . 

McKinney,  Andrew.. 

McMahon,  John . 

McManus,  Bc.naid.. 
McManus.  Edward.. 

Meier,  John . 

Miller,  Cha.les. : . 

Miller,  J.  W . 

Miller,  William . 

MoiHt,  Richaid . 


Moire 


Moiuoe,  F.ank _ 

Mo. ton,  Michael... 

Mori  is,  Daniel _ 

Vo.tson,  o.  C . 

M ideally,  John.... 
Mullen,  Robe.t. ... 

Mullis,  Cha.les _ 

Murphy,  1  at.ick... 


o. 

Ohotina,  an a*  Jim 
O’B.ien,  Edward 

O'Donnell,  Pete . 

Omauisa . 

O’Neill,  J.  B . 

Pete. eon,  Jens....P.\. 
Potter,  C.  H . 

Q. 

Quigley,  James . 


Ramsey,  Charles.. 

Randall,  James _ 

Ransom,  11.  C . 

Rea  don,  J.  F . 

Rommel,  W.  J . 

Roonev,  E.  F . 

Rooney,  James.... 

Ross,  Francis . 

Rouhel,  F.ede.ick. 

Ryan,  Kdwa  d . 

Ryau,  Janies . 


Schalfer,  August.. 


GENERAL  ORDERS— INDEX  OF  NAMES. 


Sohlegel,  Christian - 

Schonieber,  Christian.. 

Schultz,  Edxvanl . 

Schultz,  Henry . 

Scully,  Daniel . 

Sherman,  A.  .1 . 

Shields,  William . 

Shuttleworth,  F.ede.ici 

Slate  -,  S.  F . 

Slate  -,  W.  .1 . 

Smith,  A.  .1 . 

Smith,  Edwa.d . 

Smith,  E.  W . 

Smith,  F.  W . 

Smith,  G.  B . . 

Smith,  Hugh . 

Smithson,  S.  .1 . 

Smurr,  Cha.les . 

8,)iers,  John  . 

Stanley,  J.  li . 

Stevens,  Arthur . 

Steward,  James . 

Stewart.  Joshua . 

Stoyell,  L.  B . 

St.ong,  cnatles . 

Sullivan,  Thomas . 


Terry,  A.  II . 

Thompson,  John . 

Tinazlpewawakapi,  alias  Cha.ley.  . 
Tydeman,  .James . 

W. 

Waakakahan . 

Walsh,  Michael . 

Walsh,  Walter . 

Walsh,  W.  J . 

Wapacakato . 

Wardwell,  William . 

Watkins,  llerbe.t . 

Watson,  Albeit . 

Whalen,  Charles . 

Wheeler,  D.  Ii . 

White,  'I  linmas  Co.  “B,”  Tth  Cavalry 
White,  Thomas  Co.  “A,”‘2oth  Inf’ty. 

Whirmeyer,  Hobe.t . . 

Wietier,  .Jacob . 

Williams,  John . 22, 

Williams.  Joseph . 

Wilson,  Thomas . 

Wolf,  J.  C . 

Woo  lhouse,  William . 

Worth,  Henry . 


Tatavuhamanee,  ai  as  Washington.  «T 

Tavlo  -,  K.  M . 82 

Telford,  J.  G . 1,  15 


YouP-7.  O.  J . 


INDEX  OF  S  U  B  J  E  CTS. 


Aides-de-camp. 

Announced . 1,3fi 

Annual  Estimates. 

Post  Commanders  to  forward,  of  supplies  for  Quartermaster’s  Dept .  8i> 

Appeal. 

Promulgates  proceedings  of  General  Court  Martial  in  matter  of,  by  cer¬ 
tain  enlisted  men,  from  action  of  reviewing  officer  upon  ieco,d  of 
Regimental  Court . <;u 

Ah  ms. 

Commanding  officers  of  Companies  of  Infantry  to  make  requisition  fcr, 
of  the  Springfield  breech-loading  ritle  musket  pattern— adopted  for  the 
military  service— sufficient  to  arm  the  whole  company .  49 


B. 

Barracks  and  Quarters. 

Directs  Post  Commanders  to  discharge— with  certain  specified  excep¬ 
tions— all  civilian  employes,  employed  on  account  of  appropriation  for, 

and  to  render  certain  reports  in  relation  to  excepted  employes .  88 

Boards  of  Survey. 

Instructions  for  the  guidance  of .  8t 

Bridges. 

Orders  In  duplicate  to  be  given  by  Post  Quartermasters  to  detached  par¬ 
ties  for  crossing,  where  toll  is  collected . .  iti 

C. 

Certificates  of  Merit. 

Department  Commander  requests,  for  certain  Indian  Scouts .  1» 

Chief  Commissary  of  Subsistence. 

Announced .  9t» 

Relieved .  .  90 

Chief  Quartermaster. 

Relieved.. . . .  Hf> 

Civilian  Employes. 

Directs  Post  Commanders  to  discharge— with  certain  specified  excep¬ 
tions— all,  employed  on  account  of  appropriation  for  Barracks  and 
Quarters,  and  to  render  certain  reports  respecting  employes  retained.  88 
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Department  o 


Brigadier-General  A.  H.  Terry  assumes  command  of 
Dissolved. 


The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Rice,  I).  T.,  by  virtue  of 

Special  Orders  No.  161,  series  of  18T2,  from  these  Headquarters . 

The  General  Court  Mai  tial  convened  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  by  virtue 
of  Paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  231,  se.ies  of  1ST2,  from  these 

Headquarters . 

The  Geneial  Court  Mai  tial  convened  at  Fort  Bufo.d,  D.  T.,  by  vhtue  of 

Special  Orders  No.  186,  se.ies  of  1872,  f.om  these  Headqua  tirs . 

The  General  Court  Mai  tial  convened  at  Foit  Shaw,  M.  T.,  by  virtue  of 

Special  Ordeis  No.  If 5,  series  of  1872,  from  these  Headquarters . 

The  General  Court  Mai  tial  convened  at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.,  by  virtue 
of  Paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  233,  seiies  of  1872,  from  these 

Headquarters . 

The  General  Couit  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  bv  virtue  of 
Paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  220,  se.ies  of  1872,  f.om  these 

Headquarters . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Randall,  I).  T.,  by  virtue  of 
Paragraph  J,  Special  Orders  No.  220,  series  of  1872,  f.om  these  Head- 


The  Gene.al  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Rice,  I).  T.,  by  virtue  of 
Paragraph  III,  Special  O.de.s  No.  5,  cunent  se.ies,  from  these  Head- 


The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Randall,  I).  T.,  by  virtue  of 
Paragraph  I,  Special  O.ders  No.  47,  current  series,  from  these  Head¬ 
quarters . 

1  he  Gene.al  Couit  Maitial  convened  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  by  viitue 
of  Paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  46,  current  series,  f.om  these 

Headquarters .  . 

The  Geneial  Court  Maitial  convened  at  Fort  Sully,  V.  T.,  by  virtue  of 

Special  Oide.s  No.  223,  of  1872,  f  om  these  Headquaiters . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fo.t  Ellis,  M.  1 .,  by  virtue  of 
Patagiaph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  82,  cunent  se.ies,  f.om  these  Head- 

quaiters .  . . 

The  Gene.al  Court  Ma.tial  convened  at  1-o.t  Ah. ahum  Lincoln,  H.  i .,  by 
viitue  of  Paragiaph  II,  Special  O.deis  No.  220,  of  1872,  from  these 

Headquarters . 

T  he  General  Couit  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Abiaham  1  incoln,  D. by 
viitue  of  Paiag.aph  V,  special  Oideis  No.  47,  cunent  se.ies,  f.om 

these  headqua.ters . 

The  Geneial  Couit  Martial  convened  at  Foit  Pembina,  D.  T.,  by  virtue 

of  Special  Orders  No.  42,  cu.ient  series,  f  om  these  t.eadqua  ters . 

The  Gene.al  Cou.t  Martial  convened  at  Foit  Bufo.d,  P.  T  .,  by  vi.tue  of 
Pa.ag.aph  II,  Special  O.de.s  No.  46,  cunent  se.ies,  f.om  these  head¬ 
quarters  . . 

The  Gene.al  Cou.t  Maitial  convened  at  fo.t  sully,  1).  T.,  by  virtue  of 
Paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  80,  cunent  series,  from  ttie.-e  head- 


Tlie  Geneial  Cou.t  Ma.tial  convened  at  Port  bice,  I).  I.,  by  vi.tue  of 
Paiag  aph  I,  Special  Oideis  No.  65,  cunent  series,  from  these  Head¬ 
quarters . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Port  Totten,  I).  T .,  by  viitue  of 
Parag  aph  VII,  Special  O.deis  No.  146,  cu.ient  se.ies,  f.om  these 

Headqua.ters . 

The  Gene.al  Cou.t  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Wadswo.th,  D.  T.,  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  Paiagiaph  I,  Special  Orde.s  No.  149,  cu.reut  seiies  from  these 

Headcpia.te.s . . 

The  Geneial  Court  Martial  convened  at  P'ort  Randall,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of 
Paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  137,  cu  rent  series,  from  these  Head- 
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The  General  Court  Maitial  convened  at  Fort  Abaham  I  ineoln,  D.  T..  by 
virtue  of  Paragraph  III,  Special  Orde.sNo.  159,  current  series,  f.om 

these  Headquarters . 

The  General  Court  Maitial  convened  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  by  vi.tue  of 
Paras  aph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  146,  current  se.ies,  fiotu  these  Head- 

The  General  Court  Maitial  convened  at  Fo.t  Rice,  D.  by  vi.tue  of 
Paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  140,  cunent  se  ies.  f  om  these  l-ead- 


The  General  (  curt  Martial  convened  at  Fo.t  Snelliug.  Minn.,  by  virtue 
of  Paragrapl  I,  Special  Orders  No.  168,  current  series,  f  om  these 

Headquarters . 

The  Gene  al  Court  Ma.tial  convened  at  F’ort  Abe.cionrbie,  D.  T.,  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  Paragraph  I,  Special  Orde  s  No.  195,  Pa  ag  aph  II,  Special 
Oiders  No.  199,  Paragraphs  I  and  II.  Special  O  der's  No.  206,  and  Para¬ 
graph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  210,  cunent  se.ies,  f  om  these  Head¬ 
quarters  . 

The  General  Couit  Martial  convened  at  Fo  t  Shaw,  M.  T.,  bv  viitue  of 
Paragraph,  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  138,  cunent  se.ies,  f.om  these 

Headquarteis . . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Ellis,  M. '  ..  by  vi  tue  of 

Special  Oiders  No.  166,  current  se  ies,  from  these  Headquaite  s . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  P. '  ..  bv 
virtue  of  Paragraph  I,  Special  Orde  s  No.  106,  and  Pa  agrarhs  IV,  V 
and  VI,  Special  Orders  No.  118,  current  se.  ies  from  these  Headqua  te  s. 
The  Gene  al  Court  Maitial  convened  at  F'ort  Randall,  D.  T.,  by  viitue  of 
Paragraph  111,  Special  Oiders  No.  228,  current  senes,  f.om  these 


The  General  Court  Maitial  convened  at  Fo.t  Fuelling,  Minn.,  by  vi.tue 
of  Paiag, aph  IV,  Special  O.ders  No.  244,  current  seiies,  from  these 
Headquarters . 

The  Gene  al  Court  Mat tial  convened  at  F’ort  1  embiria,  I).  '] .,  by  viitue 
of  Paragraph  I,  Special  Orde.s  No.  240,  cunent  se.ies,  f.om  these 
Headquarters . 

The  General  Court  Maitial  convened  at  Fo.t  Shaw,  M.  'I .,  by  virtue  of 
Parag  aph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  200,  cunent  seiies,  f.om  these 

Headquarters . 

District  of  Minnesota. 

Abolished :  Commanding  Officers  of  Posts  heretofore  included  in,  to 
report  direct  to  Department  Headquarters . 

E. 

Engineer  Officer. 

Announced . 

Enlisted  Men.  (See  Appeal.) 

Escorts. 

Publishes  instructions  indicating  mode  to  be  pursued  in  obtaining  shel¬ 
ter,  Ac.,  for .  . . 

Escorts,  Transportation,  Jkc. 

To  be  furnished  by  Post  and  District  Commanders  to  Colonel  N.  H. 

Davis,  Inspector  General,  U.  s.  A.,  on  tour  of  inspection . 

Estimates.  (See  Annual  Estimates.) 

Expeditions,  Scouts,  Escorts,  Ac. 

Commanding  Officers  of,  to  forward  report  on,  and  map  and  “  journal  ” 
of  route  traversed . 

F. 

F’erries. 

Orders  in  duplicate  to  be  given  by  Post  Quartermasters  to  detached 
parties  for  crossing,  for  which  charges  are  made . 
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Fort  Ellis. 

Military  re3e.vation  of,  extended... 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln. 

Military  reservation  of,  announce.!.. 
Fort  Totten. 

Military  reservation  of,  extended  ... 
Funds.  (See  Public  Funds.) 


Indian  Scouts. 

General  good  conduct,  Ac.  of,  commended .  1« 

Inventory  and  Inspection  Reports. 

Orders  in  reference  to,  published .  Si 


Journal.  (See  Expeditions,  Scouts,  Escorts,  Ac.) 

Judge  Advocate. 

Announced .  usi 

L. 

Leaves  ok  Absence. 

Publishes  letter  of  instructions  fro  n  War  Department  in  relation  to,  and 
calls  especial  attention  of  Post  Commanders  to  leports  on  monthly 
post  returns  required  in  said  letter .  Is 

M. 

Map.  (See  Expe  litions,  Scouts,  Escorts,  Ac.) 

Means  op  Transportation. 

Inspection  cf,  and  report  in  regard  to,  to  lie  made  by  Post  Commanders.  24 
M  ilitary  Reservations. 

Of  Fort  Ellis  extended .  9<i 

Of  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln  announced .  54 

Of  Fort  Totten  extended .  57 


Of  Brevet  Captain  J.  G.  Telford,  1st  Lieutenant, 
Camp . 


Artillery, 


Aide-de- 


P. 

Personal  Staff. 

Announced . 1,  3<i 

Public  Funds. 

Disbursing  officers  to  transfer  one-thi,d  of  the  balance  of,  to  their  credit 
in  the  1st  National  Bank,  Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  to  the  Me.  chants  National 
Bank— same  place .  T8 


Q- 


Quartermaster's  Department. 

Post  Commanders  to  forward  annual  estimates  of  supplies  for .  8« 
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Reservation,  Military. 

Of  Fort  Ellis  extended . . 

Of  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln  announced .  . 

Of  Fort  Totten  extended . . 

Receiving  Boards. 

Orders  in  reference  to,  published . . 

Regimental  Court  M  artial.  (See  Appeal.) 

Revoked. 

Paragraphs  I  and  II  of  General  Orders  No.  ft,  current  series . 

Publishes,  of  troops  serving  in  the  Department . 

Post  Commanders  to  forward  annual  estimates  of,  required  for  (pi 
master’s  Department . 


INDEX  OF  CIRCULARS. 


Advertising.  (See  Newspapers.) 

Appropriations.  (See  Barracks  and  Quarters.) 

Statement  of  indebtedness  under  different,  of  Quartermaster’s  Depart¬ 
ment  to  lie  sent  by  office. s  of,  and  doing  duty  in  that  Department,  to 
the  Chief  Quartermaster  at  close  of  fiscal  year.  Sepa.ate  statements 

for  each  year  if  indebtedness  pertains  to  more  than  one .  1  ft 

Artificers. 

Publishes  decision  of  Secretary  of  War  in  reference  to  appointment  and 

muster  of.  Not  entitled  to  ext, a  duty  pay  if  inusteied  as  p.ivates _  4 

Artificers  of  Infantry. 

Publishes  decision  of  Secretary  of  War  that,  are  entitled  to  extra  duty 
pay  when  employed  under  the  orders  of  the  Qua.tenuaster’s  Dep’t.. .'.  4 

B. 

Barracks  and  Quarters.  (See  Division  and  Department  Commanders.) 

Publishes  instructions  from  War  Department  directing  suspension  of  all 
expenditures  for  building  mate,  lal  and  constiuction  and  repair  of 
buildings ;  the  d  isoha,  ge  of  all  civilian  employes;  anil  the  relief  of  all 

enlisted  men  on  ext,  a  duty,  paid  f.om  app.op,  iation  for .  9 

Bridges.  (See  Turnpikes,  Bridges,  Ferries,  Ac.) 

C. 

Chief  Quartermasters.  (See  Division  and  Department  Commanders  ) 

Civilian  Employees.  (See  Barracks  and  Qua,te.s.) 

Clothing. 

Publishes  decision  of  War  Department  that,  issued  to  enlisted  men  un¬ 
dergoing  sentence  of  Gene.al  C'ou.t  Ma,tial  to  confinement  at  haid 
labor  with  loss  of  pay  and  allowances,  should  not  be  chaiged  against 

them . . .  19 

Clothing,  Camp  and  Garrison  Equipage. 

List  of  articles  of,  on  hand  at  each  post  on  December  31st,  to  be  imme¬ 
diately  after  that  date  forwa.ded  to  Chief  Quaitermaster  Military 
Division  of  the  Missouri;  a. tides  to  be  arranged  in  the  o.der  ill  which 

they  appear  on  Return  (form  ,\o.  45,)  and  coudition  of  each  stated _  21 

“Collins’  Prepared  Harness  Oil  and  Leather  Preservative.” 

Publishes  Circular  from  Chief  of  Ordnance  relative  to  use  of .  3 

Company  Commanders.  (See  Target  Practice.) 

Instructions  to,  in  refe,ence  to  perfecting  retained  copy  of  Muster  and 

Pay  Rolls .  24 

Company  Wagoners. 

Publishes  decision  of  Secretary  of  War  that,  are  entitled  to  extra  duty 
pay  when  employed  under  the  or.le.s  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Dep’t...'.  4 

Courts.  (Martial.) 

Publishes  instructions,  Ac.,  for  the  information  and  government  of,  Jan.  3 


CIRCULAR  ORDERS — INDEX  OF  SUBJECTS. 
D. 


Decision. 

Publishes,  of  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  appointment  and  muster  of 

a. mice  s  and  wagnne . s,  and  when  entitled  to  ext. a  duty  pav .  4 

Publishes,  of  sec. eta. y  of  War  in  lefe.ence  to  payment  of  legitimate 

expenses  incurred  in  making  affidavits  regarding  lossof  O.dnance _  5 

Publishes,  of  Sec.eta.y  of  Wa.  iu.eferenoeto  payment  of  accounts  for 

postage .  17 

Publishes,  of  Secretary  of  War  that  office. so;de  ingo.  making  purchases 
in  violation  of  War  Depa.tment  o.de.s  will  be  cha.ged  amount  of  ex- 

penditu.e .  12 

Publishes,  of  Sec  eta r.v  of  War  regulating  extra  duty  pay  of  non-com- 

missioned  office,  s  detailed  as  oversee. s .  22 

Publishes,  of  War  Depa.tment  delining  status  of  enlisted  men  se.ving 
under  the  o  ilers  of  the  tjua  termaste.’s  Dep’t  at  station  of  Company..  11 
Publishes,  of  War  Depa.tment  defining  status  of  deserte  s  who  sur.en- 
de.  under  p.ovisions  of  uene.ai  O.de.s  No.  102,  current  se.ies,  War 

Depa.tment,  Adjutant  General’s  office .  25 

Deserters. 

Prescribes  disposition  to  be  made  of,  who  surrende.  under  the  p.ovisions 

of  u  a.  Depa.tment,  Gene.al  O.de.s  .No.  102,  current  se  ies .  23 

Publishes  decision  of  War  Depa.tment  deliuing  status  of,  Who  sur.ender 
under  p.ovisions  of  War  Depa.tment,  Gene.al  O.de.s  No.  1U2,  c.  s —  25 
Destitute  Persons. 

Publishes  views  of  Commissary  General  of  Subsistence— approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  War,  rega.ding  the  issue  of  Subsistence  sto.es  to,  at 

f.outie.  posts..' .  20 

Division  and  Department  Commanders. 

Publishes  instructions  f.om  WarDepa  tment  directing,  to  require  their 
chief  Ciua.tr.  maste.s  to  make  ce  tain  .epo.ts  relative  to  eA.iemlitu.es 

on  account  of  app.op.iation  for  Bar.acks  and  Quarters .  9 

E. 

“Eight  Hour  Law.” 

Publishes  circulars  from  War  Department  in  reference  to  payments  under.  1 
Enlisted  Men. 

Publishes  instructions  from  War  Department  directing  the  relief  of  all, 
onext.a  duty  paid  f.om  app.op.ialions  for  Bar.acks  and  yua.ters 

and  Incidental  expenses .  . .  . .  9 

Publishes  decision  of  \>  a.  Depa.tment  deliuing  status  of,  se.ving  under 
the  o.de.s  of  the  uua. termaste.’s  Depa.tment  at  station  of  company  .  11 
Publishes  decision  of  w  ar  Depa.tment  chat  clothing  issued  to,  under¬ 


going  sentence  of  Gene.al  Cou.t  .vla.tiai  to  couiiiie.ueiit  at  ha.d  labor 
with  loss  of  pay  and  all.waneas  saoaid  no.  os  caa  gel  aga.nsi  c.ia.u..  19 

Equipments,  New. 

Report  on,  to  be  rendered  by  Company  Commanders  to  the  Ordnance 

Depa.tment  p.omptly  at  end  of  eacn  qua.i-e .  14 

Extra  Duty  Pay. 

Publishes  decision  of  Sec.etary  of  War  regulating,  of  non-commissioned 
office.s  detailed  as  ove.see.s .  22 


Ferries.  (See  Turnpikes,  Bridges,  Fer.ies,  &c.) 

Forage. 

Announces  that  Secretary  of  War  has  approved  recommendation  of 
yua.te. master  General  to  allow  office  s  on  duty  a.  f.outier  posts  who 
a.e  not  entitled  to,  to  purchase— under  ce.tain  rest. lotions—  sufficient 
fo.  one  ho.se,  at  cost  p.ice  including  t.ans^o.  cation . 


CIRCULAR  ORDERS— INDEX  OF  SUBJECTS. 


G. 

Garrison  Courts  Martial. 

Publishes  Formula  lor  recording  proceedings  of,  with  instructions  for 


Cou.ts  aud  Judge  Advocates . January  3d 

General  Courts  Martial. 

Publishes  Formula  for  recording  proceedings  of,  with  instructions  for 
Cou.ts  and  Judge  Advocates . January  3d 

I. 

Incidental  Expenses. 

Publishes  instructions  from  War  Department  directing  the  relief  from 

extra  duty  of  all  enlisted  men  paid  f.om  app.opriation  for .  9 

Instructions. 

Publishes,  for  the  information  and  government  of  officers  serving  on 
Courts  Martial . January  3d 

J. 

Judge  Advocates. 

Publishes  instructions  for,  of  Courts  Martial . January  3d 


Leaves  of  Absence. 

Announces  that,  will  not  be  granted,  except  in  extraordinary  cases,  until 

close  of  season  of  active  military  operations .  T 

M. 

Moneys.  (See  Regular  Supplies.) 

Muster  and  Pay  Rolls. 

Instructions  in  .efirence  to  perfecting  retained  copies  of .  24 

Newspapers. 

Publishes  list  of,  published  within  the  limits  of  the  Department,  author¬ 
ized  for  public  advertising  . .  8 

Announces  that  the  "Duiutli  Minnesot  an"  has  been  placed  on  the  adver¬ 
tising  list  of,  of  the  War  Department .  10 

Non-Commissioned  Officers. 

Publishes  decision  of  Secretary  of  War  as  to  rate  of  extra  duty  pay  of, 

detailed  as  ove.seers . .  22 

O. 

Officers. 

Publishes  decision  of  Seretary  of  War  that,  ordering  or  making  pur¬ 
chases  in  violation  of  w  ar  "Department  orders  will  be  cha.ged  the 
'  amount  expended . .  12 

Publishes  decision  of  Secretary  of  War  that,  cannot  be  reimbursed  for 
any  outlay  m  making  affidavits  rega.ding  loss  of  o.dnance .  5 

Sales  of  lo.age  to,  at  f.ontier  posts,  .eguiated .  2 

Ordnance. 

Publishes  decision  of  Seretary  of  War  in  reference  to  payment  of  legiti¬ 
mate  expenses  incurred  in  making  affidavits  regarding"  loss  of _ _ _ _ _  5 

Overseers. 

Publishes  decision  of  Secretary  of  War  as  to  rate  of  extra  duty  pay  of 
non-commissioned  officers  detailed  as . 22 


Paymasters. 

Instiuctions  to,  in  reference  to  perfecting  retained  copies  of  Muster 

and  Pay  Rolls .  24 

POSTAGE. 

Publishes  decision  of  Secretary  of  War  in  reference  to  payments  of  ac¬ 
counts  fo. .  17 


CIRCULAR  ORDERS — 1NDKX 


K  SlTBJEt 


Quartermaster’s  Department. 

Publishes  decision  of  secretary  of  War  that  legitimate  expenses  incurred 
in  making  aitidavits  regai  ding  loss  of  ordnance  will  be  paid  by;  and, 
cannot  1  eiuiburse  officers  for  any  outlay  for  such  purposes . .  5 

Ah  officers  of  and  doing  duty  iu,  to  render  to  t  hief  Quartermaster  state¬ 
ment  of  indebtedness  under  different  appropriations  at  close  of  liscal 
year.  If  indebtedness  pertains  to  more  than  year,  separate  statement 
to  be  reude.ed  fo.  each .  15 

All  office,  s  of  auu  doing  duty  in,  to  - foi  ward  immediately  after  31st  of 
December  to  thief  Quartermaster  .Military  Division  of  the  Missouri, 
lists  of  Quartermaster’s  8to.es  and  Clothing,  Camp  and  Garrison 

Equipage  on  hand  at  that  date .  21 

Quartermaster’s  Stores. 

List  ol,  on  hand  at  each  post  or  depot  on  December  31st,  to  be  forwarded 
immediately  after  that  date  to  the  Chief  Quartermaster  Military  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the '.Missouri.  Articles  to  be  arranged  in  the  o.dft.  jn  winch 
they  appear  on  tvetum  ^f o.iu  .no.  4 i,  and  condition  of  each  to  be  stated.  21 

h. 

Regular  Supplies. 

Post  commanders  to  cause  officers  doing  duty  in  Quartermaster’s  Depart¬ 
ment  at  their  lespective  posts  to  transfer  to  Chief  Qua.termaster  all 
moneys  on  hand  pertaining  to  app.op.iation  fo.,  in  cur.eut  fiscal  year, 

not  lequi.ed  fo.  paymeut  of  dents  al.eady  contracted .  13 

“  Report  on  Equipments.” 

do  be  rendered  to  Ordnance  Department  p.oinptly  at  end  of  each  quar¬ 
ter  by  commanding  officers  of  companies  to  wno.n  new  equipments 
have  been  issued . . . .  14 


Subsistence  Stores. 

Publishes  views  of  Commissary  General,  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 


\i  ar,  lega.dmg  issue  of,  to  destitute  persons  at  f.ontier  posts .  20 

Surveying  Instruments. 

Post  eomiuaiide.s  to  forward  list  of,  on  hand  at  their  lespective  posts, 
stating  Kind,  description,  and  condition  for  se.viot} .  18 


Target  Practice. 

Transmits  blank  forms  furnished  by  Ordnance  Department  for  reporting 
small  a.m,  and  ui.eots  company  comiuanae.s  lo  fo.wa.d  required  ie- 
po.ts  to  u.dnauee  Department  promptly  at  end  of  eaeu  quarte. .  16 

Tolls. 

Publishes  instructions  emanating  from  Qua.termaster  Gene.al’s  office 
leiativa  to  payment  of,  fo.  passage  of  t.oops,  military  supplies,  Ac., 

ove.  turnpikes,  badges,  fer.ies,  ac . .  6 

Transfer. 

lost  commanders  to  .cause  officers  doing  duty  in  Quaitermaster’s  Depart¬ 
ment  at  tiiei.  respective  posts  to,  io  cuiei  Qua.  te. master  all  moneys 
on  liana pe.taimiig  io  app.op.iation  fo.  Regular  supplies  in  current 

liscal  yea.,  not  .equi.eu  fo.  payment  of  debts  al.eady  contracted .  13 

Turnpikes^Skiuuks,  Perries,  Ac. 

Publishes  instructions  emanating  f.om  Quaitermaster  General’s  office 
lelative  to  payment  of  charges  against  the  Government  for  passage  of 

Wagoners. 

1  ublishes  decision  of  Secretary  of  War  l  elative  to  appointment  and  mus- 


Gene.al  O.ders,  I\o.  loi  is  the  last  of  the  series  of  18T3. 
Circular  J\o.  25  is  the  last  of  the  seiies  of  1873. 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  2,  1873. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  1.  f 

By  virtue  of  assignment  by  the  President,  the  undersigned  hereby 
assumes  command  of  this  Department.  Existing  orders  and  instruc¬ 
tions  will  remain  in  force  unless  revoked  or  modified  by  competent  au¬ 
thority.  The  following  named  officers  compose  the  Personal  Staff — 
they  will  be  obeyed  and  respected  accordingly,  viz". : 

Captain  E.  W.  Smith,  18th  Infantry,  1 

1st  Lieutenant  J.  G.  Telford,  2d  Artillery,  v  Aides-de-Camp. 

1st  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Gibbs,  6th  Infantry,  i 

The  Department  Staff  will  remain  as  at  present  constituted  until  fur¬ 
ther  orders. 


OFFICIAL : 


ALFRED  H.  TERRY, 

Brigadier  General,  U.  S.  A. 


Is/  Lieutenant  6th  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


Captain  John  IT.  Donovan.  17th  U.  S.  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  3,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  2.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  Virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  161,  series  of  1872,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gilbert,  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

Captain  John  H.  Donovan,  17th  U.  S.  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Giving  a  challenge  to  fight  a  duel,  in  violation  of  the 
25th  Article  of  War.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

To  which  charges  and  their  specifications,  the  accused,  Captain  John 
II.  Donovan ,  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  pleaded  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘  a  duel,’  and  of  the 
excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Captain  John  H.  Don¬ 
ovan,  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  be  reduced  in  rank  twenty  files,  so  that  his 
name  may  appear  in  the  list  of  Captains  of  Infantry,  next  below  Captain 
Charles  C.  Hood,  24 th  Infantry,  as  published  in  the  Army  Register  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1872.” 


11. . .The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Captain  John  H.  Donovan,  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  having  been  forwarded 
for  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  have  been  returned  with  the 
following  orders  endorsed  thereon,  in  accordance  with  which  the  sen¬ 
tence  will  be  duly  executed  : 

“War  Department, 

“December  10,  1872. 

“  Respectfully  returned.  The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in 
“this  case  are  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  but  he  does  not  deem 
“  it  advisable  that  such  sentences  should  be  made  by  courts  martial,  as, 
“  in  some  instances,  they  would  result  in  great  injustice  to  other  offi- 

(Signed.)  “  W.  W.  Belknap, 

“  Secretary  of  War.” 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  161,  series  of  1872,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gilbert,  7th 
Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  3,  1873. 

Circular. 

The  following  Formula  for  the  records  of  proceedings  of  General 
Courts  Martial  and  Garrison  Courts,  with  Instructions  for  Courts 
and  Judge  Advocates,  is  published  for  the  information  and  govern¬ 
ment  of  Officers  serving  in  this  Department : 

Page  1.  Case  1. 

Proceedings  of  a  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  the  following  order : 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn., . 187... 

Special  Orders  ) 

No .  I 

A  General  Court  Martial  is  hereby  appointed  to  meet  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on . the . of . 

at . o’clock,  a.  m.,  or  as  soon  thereafter  as  practicable,  for  the  trial 

of  such  persons  as  may  be  brought  before  it. 


Detail  for  the  Court. 


1.  Lieutenant  Colonel . 

2.  Major . 

. U.  S. 

. U.  S. 

Infantry, 

Infantry, 

3.  Major . 

. U.  S. 

Infantry, 

4.  Captain . 

. U.  S. 

Infantry, 

5.  Captain . 

. U.  S. 

Infantry, 

6.  Captain . 

. U.  S. 

Cavalry, 

7.  Captain . 

. U.  S. 

Infantry, 

8.  Captain . 

. U.  S. 

Infantry, 

9.  First  Lieutenant . 

. U.  S. 

Infantry, 

First  Lieutenant . . . 

. u.  s. 

Infantry, 

Judge  Advocate. 


No  other  officers  than  those  named  Can  he  assembled  without  mani¬ 
fest  injury  to  the  service.  Should  any  of  the  officers  named  in  the  de¬ 
tail  be  unable  to  attend,  the  Court  will  nevertheless  proceed  to  and  con¬ 
tinue  the  business  before  it ;  provided,  the  number  present  be  not  less 
than  the  minimum  prescribed  by  law. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier-General . : 


Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


FORT  ABRAHAM  LINCOLN,  D.  T., 
. 187... 


11  o’clock,  A.  M. 

The  Court  met  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  order. 


Present. 


1.  Lieutenant  Colonel . 

2.  Major . 

3.  Major . 

4.  Captain . 

5.  Captain . 

6.  Captain . 

7.  Captain . 

8.  First  Lieutenant.... 


First  Lieutenant  , 
Judge  Advocate. 


.U.  S.  Infantry, 
.U.  S.  Infantry, 
.U.  S.  Infantry, 
.U.  S.  Infantry, 
.U.  S.  Cavalry, 
.U.  S.  Infantry, 
.U.  S.  Infantry, 
,U.  S.  Infantry, 
.U.  S.  Infantry, 


1.  Captain 


Absent. 

. U.  S.  Infantry. 


I  Here  set  forth  the  cause  of  absence  of  any  absent  member,  if  the  same 
is  known.  It  is  the  duty  of  a  Judge  Advocate  to  ascertain,  if  possible,  the 
cause  of  absence  and  record  it,  and  in  cases  of  sickness,  medical  certificates 
must  be  f  urnished  by  the  absent  members,  and  appended  to  the  record.) 


The  Court  then  proceeded  to  the  trial  of. . , 

Regiment,  U.  8.  Infantry,  who,  being  called  before  the  Court,  and 
having  heard  the  order  convening  it  read,  was  asked  if  he  had  any 
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objection  to  any  member  present,  named  in  the  order;  to  which  he 
replied  in  the  negative,  or,  the  accused  submitted  the  following  objec¬ 
tion  to . 

(Here  insert  the  objection.) 

The  challenged  member  stated  that — 

[  Here  insert  the  statement  of  the  challenged  member.) 

The  Court  was  thereupon  closed,  the  challenged  member  and  the 
accused  retiring,  and,  after  due  deliberation,  was  re-opened,  the 
challenged  member  and  the  accused  being  present,  when  the  decision 
of  the  Court  was  announced  by  the  Judge  Advocate,  that  the  objection 
of  the  accused  is  overruled,  or,  that  the  objection  of  the  accused  is 
sustained  and 

( Here  insert  the  challenged  member’s  name  and  rank.) 
is  therefore  excused  from  serving  as  a  member  of  the  Court  in  this 
case. 

( Objection  can  only  be  urged  to  one  member  at  a  time,  and  a  record  as 
above  must  be  made  in  each  instance.  If  the  person  on  trial  has  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  offer,  the  record  ivill  continue  as  follows:) 

The  members  of  the  Court  were  then  severally  duly  sworn  by  the 
Judge  Advocate,  and  the  Judge  Advocate  was  then  duly  sworn  by 
the  President  of  the  Court,  all  of  which  oaths  were  administered  in 
the  presence  of  the  accused. 

( For  form  of  oaths,  see  69  th  Article  of  War.) 

( Should  the  person  on  trial  desire  to  introduce  counsel,  he  should  now 
make  application,  and  the  record  will  continue  as  follows:) 

The  accused  now  requested  permission  from  the  Court  to  introduce 
. .  as  his  counsel,  which  request  was  granted. 

(If  any  delay  in  the  trial  is  desired,  application  should  now  be  made, 
and  in  passing  upon  the  request,  the  Court  must  be  governed  by  Paragi'aphs 
886,  887,  and  901,  Revised  Army  Regulations,  1863.) 

The  accused  was  then  duly  arraigned  upon  the  following  charge 
and  specification : 

Charge  : 


Specification : 
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To  which  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification  :  “  Guilty,”  or,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge  :  “  Guilty,”  or,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Captain . of  the . U.  S.  Infantry,  a 

witness  for  the  prosecution,  being  duly  sworn  by  the  Judge  Advocate, 
testified  as  follows  : 

(For  form  of  oaths,  see  73 d  Article  of  War.) 

Question,  by  the  Judge  Advocate : 

Answer : 

Cross-Examination. 

Question,  by  accused : 

Answer : 

(If  the  person  on  trial  declines  to  cross-examine  the  witness,  it  should 
so  appear  on  the  record.  If  new  matter  has  been  elicited  in  the  cross-ex¬ 
amination,  bearing  upon  the  issue  of  the  trial,  the  Judge  Advocate  will  re¬ 
examine  the  witness,  should  the  facts  require  it.  ) 

(After  the  examination-in-chief,  the  cross-examination  and  re-examina¬ 
tion,  the  Court  may  ask  such  questions  as  are  deemed  necessary.  A  ques¬ 
tion  by  a  member  of  the  Court,  if  objected  to  and  rejected,  must  be  recorded 
as  by  a  member.  If  not  objected'  to,  the  record  will  continue  as  follows:) 

Question,  by  the  Court : 

Answer  : 

( After  all  the  testimony  for  the  prosecution  has  been  adduced,  the  record 
will  continue  as  follows  :) 

The  Judge  Advocate  announced  that  the  prosecution  here  rested. 

The  Court  then,  at  3  o’clock,  p.  M.,  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  at 
10  o’clock,  A.  M. 


Second  Day. 

FORT  ABRAHAM  LINCOLN,  D.  T., 

. 187... 

10  o’clock,  A.  M. 


The  Court  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
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Present. 

{Here  give  names,  rank,  <tc.,  of  members  present  and  of  Judge  Advo¬ 
cate.) 

Absent. 

(Name,  rank,  and  cause  of  absence.) 

The  accused  (and  his  counsel)  also  present. 

The  proceedings  of  the . instant,  having  been  read  and  ap¬ 

proved. 

Sergeant . ,  of  the . U.  S.  Infantry,  a 

witness  for  the  defence,  having  been  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Question,  by  the  accused  : 

Ansver: 

('ross- Examination. 

Question,  by  Judge  Advocate: 

Answer  : 

Question,  by  the  Court : 

'  Answer: 

The  accused  having  no  further  testimony  to  offer,  made  the  fol¬ 
lowing  statement  in  his  defence,  or,  submitted  a  written  statement 
in  his  defence,  which  was  read  to  the  Court  by  the  accused,  (or  by 
the  Judge  Advocate),  and  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  “  A.”* 

The  Judge  Advocate  replied  as  follows  : 

I  Here  insert  the  remarks  of  the  Judge  Advocate  if  verbal ;  if  written , 
they  should  be  read  and  annexed  as  in  case  of  the  defence),  or,  the  Judge 
Advocate  submitted  the  case  without  remark. 

The  Court  was  then  closed  for  deliberation,  and  having  maturely 
considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the  accused  : 

Of  the  Specification:  “Guilty,”  or,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge  :  “Guilty,”  or,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


*  The  statement  of  the  accused,  when  in  writing,  or  argument  in  his  defence , 
and  all  pleas  in  bar  of  trial  or  abatement,  should  be  signed  by  the  accused  him 
self,  and  appended  to  the  record,  and  referred  to  in  the  proceedings  as  having 
been  submitted  by  him,  whether  he  is  defended  by  counsel  or  not. 
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And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him.. 
. of. . Regiment,  U.  S.  Infantry,  to. 


or,  And  the  Court  does  therefore  acquit  him 
. of . Regiment,  II.  S.  Infantry. 


Lieutenant  Colonel . TT.  S.  Infantry, 

President. 


First  Lieutenant . U.  S.  Infantry , 

Judge  Advocate. 

( The.  following  will  be  added  to  the  record  of  the  last  ease  brought  be¬ 
fore  the  Court.) 

There  being  no  further  business  before  it,  the  Court  adjourned 

sine  die. 


Lieutenant  Colonel . IT.  S.  Infantry, 

President. 


First  Lieutenant . U.  S.  Infantry, 

Judge  Advocate. 

(  A  space  of  one  page  should  be  left  at  the  close  of  each  record,  for  the 
decisions  and  orders  of  the  reviewing  authority. ) 

The  proceedings  should  be  recorded  on  Cap  paper,  each  record 
folded  in  four  folds,  and  endorsed  on  the  first  fold  as  follows : 


Fokt  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 

. 187... 

Proceedings  of  a  General  Court  Martial, 
convened  by  Special  Orders  No..., 
dated  Headquarters  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Dakota,  187... 


Lieutenant  C . D. 


Lieutenant  Colonel  .1  .. 


,B . 

.  Infantry, 
President. 


. . . .  Infantry, 

Judge  Advocate. 


Case  Tried. 

Private  E .  F. 

. Infantry. 


Revision. 

FORT  ABRAHAM  LINCOLN,  D.  T., 

. 187... 

10  o’clock,  A.  si. 

The  Court  re-convened  by  virtue  of  the  following  order : 

I  Here  insert  copy  of  the  order .1 

Present. 


The  letter  (or  memorandum)  containing  the  instructions  to  the 
Court,  and  the  reasons  of  the  reviewing  ■•authority  for  requiring  a 
revision  of  the  finding  (or  sentence,  or  correction  of  the  record)  was 
then  read  to  the  Court  by  the  Judge  Advocate  and  attached  to  the  rec¬ 
ord,  marked . 

The  Court  having  carefully  considered  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
and  the  reasons  set  forth  for  revision, 

a.  do  now  revoke  their  former  findings,  and  find.  &c.,  &c., 

b.  do  now  revoke  their  former  sentence,  and  do  sentence,  Ac.,  Ac., 
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c.  do 


respectfully  adhere  to  their  former  findings  and  sentence. 


Lieutenant  Colonel . I S.  Infantry, 

President. 


First  Lieutenant . U.  S.  Infantry, 

Judge  Advocate. 


GARRISON  COURTS  MARTIAL. 

First  Day. 

Proceedings  of  a  Garrison  Court  Martial,  held  at  Camp  Hancock, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  the  following  order  : 


HEADQUARTERS  CAMP  HANCOCK,  D.  T., 
. ,187... 

Special  Orders  i 
No...  j 


It  being  impracticable  to  detail  a  field  officer  as  a  court,  *  a  Garrison 

Court  Martial  will  assemble  at  this  Post  on  the . instant,  at  10 

o’clock,  A.  m.,  or  as  soon  thereafter  as  practicable,  for  the  trial  of  such 
persons  as  may  properly  be  brought  before  it. 

Detail  for  the  Court. 

First  Lieutenant  A.  B.,  17th  Infantry. 

.  First  Lieutenant  C.  D.,  17th  Infantry. 

Second  Lieutenant  E.  F.,  17th  Infantry. 


By  Command  of 


(Signed)  O.  G., 
First  Lieutenant,  17 th  Infantry, 

Post  Adjutant. 


See  Digest,  Page  173,  $  1. 
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CAMP  HANCOCK,  D.  T., 

. . . 187..., 

10  o’clock,  A.  M. 

The  Court  met  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  order. 

Present. 

First  Lieutenant  A.  B„  17th  Infantry 

First  Lieutenant  C.  D.,  17th  Infantry. 

Second  Lieutenant  E.  F.,  17th  Infantry. 

The  Court  then  proceeded  to  the  trial  of  Private  . 

17th  Regiment,  U.  S.  Infantry,  who,  being  brought  before  the  Court, 
and  having  heard  the  order  convening  it  read,  was  asked  if  he  had  any 
objection  to  being  tried  by  any  member  named  therein,  to  which  he  re¬ 
plied  in  the  negative.  The  Court,  including  the  Recorder,  was  then 
duly  sworn  according  to  law  in  the  presence  of  the  prisoner.* 

\  The  reeord  will  then  proceed  in  the  precise  manner  detailed  for  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  General  Courts ,  substituting  “  Recorder  ”  for  “  Judge  Advo¬ 
cate ) 

The  orders  of  the  Reviewing  Officer  should  follow  immediately 
after  the  signature  of  the  President  and  Recorder. 


*  The  mode  of  swearing  a  Regimental  or  Garrison  Court,  as  announced  in 
General  Orders  No.  49,  War  Department,  May  18,  1871 .  is  as  follows  : 

"  The  junior  member  of  the  court  shall  be  its  recorder,  and  shall  administer 
“  to  the  other  two  members  the  oath  prescribed  in  the  article  for  members,  after 
'■  which  the  presiding  officer  shall  administer  to  the  recorder  the  following  oath, 
'•  which  combines  with  the  oath  of  a  member,  the  additional  obligation  required 
“  of  the  Judge  Advocate  or  person  officiating  as  such  : 

"  You,  A — B-.  do  swear  that  you  will  well  and  truly  try  and  determine,  ac- 
'•  cording  to  evidence,  the  matter  now  before  you,  between  the  United  States  of 
“  America  and  the  prisoner  to  be  tried,  and  that  you  will  duly  administer  jus  - 
“  tice  according  to  the  provisions  of  '  An  act  establishing  rules  and  articles  for 
"  ‘  the  government  of  the  armies  of  the  United  States,’  without  partiality,  favor. 
"  or  affection  :  and  if  any  doubt  should  arise,  not  explained  by  said  articles, 
*'  according  to  your  conscience,  the  best  of  your  understanding ,  and  the  custom 
“  of  war  in  like  cases  ;  and  you  do  further  swear  that  you  will  not  divulge  the 
"  sentence  of  the  Court  to  any  but  the  proper  authority,  until  it  shall  be  duly  dis- 
“  closed  by  the  same;  neither  will  you  disclose  or  discover  the  vote  or  opinion  of 
"any  particular  member  of  the  Court  Martial,  unless  required  to  give  evidence 
“  thereof,  as  a  witness  by  a  court  of  justice,  in  a  due  course  of  law.  So  help  you 
“  God.” 
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GENERAL  INSTRUCTIONS. 

Charges  and  Specifications. 

In  framing  charges  care  should  be  used  in  specifying  the  date  and 
place  of  the  offence  alleged,  though  exactness  in  the  proof  of  these 
particulars  is  very  rarely  indispensable.  Where  they  are  shown  by 
the  proof  to  be  erroneous,  the  Court  may  correct  them  in  its  findings. 
(See  Digest,  Title  Finding,  \  29,  30,  31  Before  charges  are  forwarded 
to  Department  Headquarters  for  trial  by  a  General  Court,  Post  Com¬ 
mandants  should  investigate  the  character  and  force  of  the  testi¬ 
mony  on  which  they  are  predicated,  and  be  assured  that  the  alleged 
facts  can  be  fully  established ;  and  also,  that  the  offences  charged  are 
of  so  grave  a  nature  that  a  Garrison  Court  cannot  adjudge  a  sufficient 
penalty. 

Charges  should  be  laid  under  the  specific  article  of  war  pertaining 
to  the  offence. 

Charges  cannot  be  legally  preferred  under  the  99lh  Article  of  War 
when  the  offence  committed  is  in  violation  of  any  other  article. 

Arraignment. 

The  following  is  the  form  of  arraignment.  The  accused  standing, 
the  charge  and  specifications  are  severally  read  by  the  Judge  Advocate, 
who  then  says  after  each  :  “  You  have  heard  the  charge  (or  specifica- 

“tion)  preferred  against  yon.  What  say  you  to  the  (1st)  specifica- 
“  tion— guilty  or  not  guilty  ?  What  say  you  to  the  charge — guilty  or 

Pleading  should  be  to  the  specifications  in  their  order,  and  to  the 
charge  last. 


The  best  attainable  evidence  should  always  be  adduced,  and  should 
be  confined  to  the  matter  at  issue. 

Hearsay  testimony  is  inadmissible ;  as  also  are  opinions  of  witnesses, 
except  upon  questions  where  witnesses  are  called  to  testify  as  experts, 
and  the  fact  that  they  are  such  clearly  show**.  Upon  the  question  of 
drunkenness,  all  men  may  be  considered  to  be  experts  as  to  its  indi¬ 
cia,  unless  shown  not  to  be  such. 
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Documentary  evidence  is  only  admissible  when  its  authenticity  has 
been  established  by  sworn  testimony,  or  under  the  seal  of  a  court  of 
record. 

When  original  documents  are  introduced,  copies  of  the  same,  certi¬ 
fied  as  correct  by  the  Judge  Advocate,  may  be  attached  to  the  record, 
when  the  documents  are  of  such  a  character  that  the  originals  cannot 
be  retained. 

When  transcripts  from  the  records  of  any  of  the  Executive  Depart¬ 
ments  of  the  Government  are  used,  they  should  be  certified  to  by  the 
chief  officer  of  the  bureau  in  which  the  originals  are  filed,  and  the 
authenticity  of  the  certification  established  before  the  Court. 

The  entry  on  the  roll  of  a  Company  that  a  soldier  has  deserted,  is 
not  proof  of  the  offence,  but  merely  evidence  that  he  has  been  charged 
with  its  commission. 

Irrelevant  testimony  is  not  of  necessity  inadmissible  testimony,  and 
many  questions  which  may  appear  irrelevant  are  in  fact  not  so.  Great 
caution  should  be  exercised  in  objecting  to  interrogatories  upon  this 
ground.  (See  in  this  connection  General  Orders  No.  32,  TFar  Department, 
October  31,  1872.) 


Examination  of  Witnesses. 

After  a  witness  is  sworn,  the  first  interrogatory  should  be  so  framed 
as  to  elicit  an  answer  embracing  the  recognition  of  the  party  on  trial, 
including  rank,  company,  regiment,  &c.  The  second  in  such  form 
that  the  answer  may  show  that  the  witness  has  been  so  placed  as  to 
have  knowledge  of  the  circumstances  set  forth  in  the  pleadings.  The 
third  and  subsequent  interrogatories  to  be  framed  so  as  to  elicit  all 
the  facts  material  to  the  matter  at  issue.  Care  should  be  taken  in  the 
direct  examination  to  prove  as  near  as  may  be  the  averments  of  time 
and  place  laid  down  in  the  specifications. 

Leading  questions,  or  such  as  from  the  form  of  construction  plainly 
suggest  to  the  witness  undergoing  examination  the  answer  desired  by 
the  examining  party,  are  not  admissible  in  an  examination-in-chief. 

In  the  trial  of  a  case,  the  court  should  defer  questioning  a  witness 
until  his  examination  by  the  Judge  Advocate,  and  the  accused,  has 
been  completed.  Such  questions  should  be  for  the  purpose  of  clearing 
doubts  in  the  minds  of  members,  or  reconciling  discrepancies. 
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The  cross-examination  should  be  confined  to  matter  produced  in 
the  examination-in-chief,  and  not  run  into  a  general  defence  involv¬ 
ing  new  matter.  When  facts  are  to  be  elicited  from  witnesses  for  the 
prosecution,  advantageous  to  the  accused,  such  witnesses  can  be  re¬ 
called  by  the  defence  for  that  purpose. 

Re-examination  is  only  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  any  facts  that 
may  come  out  in  the  cross-examination,  and  should,  as  a  general  rule, 
be  confined  to  this. 

Witnesses  may  be  re-called  by  the  court  at  any  stage  in  the  proceed¬ 
ings  for  such  examination  as  may  be  deemed  necessary,  in  which  case 
both  parties  must  be  present.  The  court  may  also  call  before  it,  witness¬ 
es  not  summoned  by  either  the  prosecution  or  defence.  (See  Digest, 
“  Court  Martial,”  I,  4. ) 

After  a  witness  has  given  his  evidence  in  full,  it  should  be  read  over 
to  him  by  the  Judge  Advocate,  that  he  may  see  whether  it  has  been 
recorded  as  he  gave  it,  and  that  he  may  make  corrections,  if  neces- 


Findings. 

When  the  proof  adduced  sustains  the  pleadings  in  a  partial  form 
only,  the  court  should  acquit  of  the  unproven  portion  in  express 
terms. 

A  court  cannot  in  its  findings  legally  substitute  the  99th  Article  of 
War  for  any  other,  when  the  specification  and  testimony  sustain 
the  particular  article  under  which  the  specification  is  laid. 

Example :  An  officer  is  charged  with  a  violation  of  the  18th  Article, 
and  the  court  finds  him  yuiity  under  a  specification  alleging  that  he 
“  knowingly  made  a  false  return  to  the  Department  of  War (de¬ 
scribing  it,  with  the  necessary  averments. ) 

In  such  a  case,  the  court  cannot  legally  find  him  guilty  under  the 
99th  Article  and  acquit  him  under  the  charge  as  laid,  but  must  neces¬ 
sarily  convict  him  under  the  18th  Article.  It  is  only  when  the  speci¬ 
fication  does  not  fully  sustain  a  charge  as  laid,  that  a  court  may 
exercise  its  discretion  by  substituting  the  99th  for  another  Article  of 
War.  (See  Digest  of  Opinions  of  Judge  Advocate  Gen.,  page  181, 
2  23.) 
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Sentence. 

The  following  numbered  Articles  of  War  are  mandatory  as  to  the 
sentences  to  be  adjudged  for  their  violation  :  Articles  14,  15,  16,  17,  18, 
22,  38,  39,  45,  55,  77  and  83.  Any  other  than  the  prescribed  sentence 
is  held  illegal. 

The  legal  punishments  which  may  be  inflicted  by  sentence  of  a 
Court  Martial  will  be  found  under  paragraph  895,  Revised  Regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Army. 

Forfeiture  of  pay  for  a  violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War,  is  now 
a  legal  punishment. 


Record. 

All  orders  which  have  been  issued,  modifying  the  detail  of  a  Court 
after  its  original  organization,  should  be  included  in  the  record  of 
every  case. 

The  entire  proceedings  of  the  Court  in  each  case  should  be  fully  set 
forth  in  the  record.  All  orders,  motions,  or  rulings  of  the  court  itself — 
all  motions,  propositions,  objections,  arguments,  statements,  &c.,  of 
the  Judge  Advocate  and  the  accused — the  entire  testimony  of  each 
witness,  given  in  his  own  language — and,  in  short,  every  feature  of  the 
proceedings  material  to  a  complete  history  of  the  case  and  to  a  correct 
understanding  of  every  point  of  the  same  by  the  reviewing  authority  — 
should  be  recorded  at  length. 

The  record  of  proceedings,  and  the  written  final  defence  of  the  ac¬ 
cused,  should  be  made  upon  Cap  paper  of  uniform  size. 

The  proceedings  in  each  completed  case  should  be  immediately 
signed  by  the  President  and  Judge  Advocate. 

Recommendations  to  clemency  should  not  be  placed  in  connection 
with  the  sentence,  but  should  be  appended  to  the  record. 

All  documentary  evidence  submitted  to  the  Court  must  be  attached 
to  the  record,  lettered  in  the  order  of  its  submission,  “  A,”  “  B,”  «&c. 

The  hour  at  which  the  Court  meets  and  adjourns  each  day  should 
be  stated  in  the  record,  in  order  that  it  may  be  determined  by  the 
reviewing  authority  whether  the  court  sat  during  legal  hours. 

The  record  should  show  that  the  accused  had  an  opportunity  offered 
him  to  cross-examine  the  witnesses  for  the  prosecution. 
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The  attention  of  Courts  Martial  is  specially  directed,  in  this  con¬ 
nection,  to  the  published  opinions  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  of 
the  Army,  under  the  heading  of  “  Record.” 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


1st  Lieutenant  6th  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp. 


■ 


Gr.  C. 


.  M. 


1.  Private  Thomas  Doyle,  Company  “  C,”  7tli  Infantry. 

2.  Private  (late  Sergeant  )  James  B.  O’Neill,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Inf’y. 

3.  Private  Matthew  Finley,  Company  “  F,”  7th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  John  McMahon,  Company  “F,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  4,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  3.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  155,  series  of  1872,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Richard  Comba,  7 th  Infantry, 
is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Thomas  Doyle,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Infantry. 

■Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Thomas  Doyle,  Company  ‘  C,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  behave  himself  in  a  contemptuous,  insolent  and 
disrespectful  manner  towards  his  superior  and  Commanding  Of¬ 
ficer,  1st  Lieutenant  William  Quinton,  7th  Infantry,  saying  in  a 
defiant  manner  when  ordered  to  vacate  his  quarters,  ‘I  will 
have  the  order  changed  in  twenty  minutes,’  or  words  to  that  ef¬ 
fect.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of 
July,  1872.” 


Charge  II. — “  Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 


Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  Private  Thomas  Doyle,  ‘  C'  Company, 
7th  Infantry,  did  strike  and  offer  violence  against  his  superior 
and  Commanding  Officer,  1st  Lieutenant  William  Quinton,  7th 
Infantry,  while  said  officer  was  in  the  execution  of  his  office. 
This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  July, 
1872.” 

Specification  II.— “In  this:  that  Private  Thomas  Doyle,  ‘C’  Company, 
7th  Infantry,  when  ordered  by  his  superior  and  Commanding 
Officer,  1st  Lieutenant  William  Quinton,  7th  Infantry,  said  of¬ 
ficer  being  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  to  vacate  his  quarters, 
did  disobey  said  lawful  command  of  his  said  superior  and  Com¬ 
manding  Officer,  and  did  refuse  to  leave  said  quarters,  saying  in 
a  defiant  manner,  ‘I  will  have  the  order  changed  in  twenty 
minutes,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T., 
on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  July,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,”  except  the  word  “contemptuous.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Doyle, 
Company  “  C,”  7tli  Infantry,  “  To  he  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  the  period  of  six  (G)  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
eight  (8)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  same  period." 

2d.  Private  (late  Sergeant)  James  B.  O'Neill,  Company  “I.”  7th 
Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private,  late  Sergeant,  James  B. 
O'Neill,  Company  1 1,’  7th  Infantry,  did,  while  under  the  in¬ 
fluence  of  intoxicating  liquor,  create  a  disturbance  in  the  quar¬ 
ters  of  a  laundress  of  Company  ‘  I,’  7th  Infantry,  by  quarreling 
with  and  beating  his  wife.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  20th  day  of  March,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “  Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private,  late  Sergeant,  James  B. 
O'Neill,  Company  ‘I,’  7th  Infantry,  did  use  insolent  and  insult¬ 
ing  language  to  his  superior  and  Commanding  Officer,  Captain 
Charles  C.  Hawn,  7th  Infantry,  in  the  words  following,  to-wit : 
‘  I  do  not  care  for  you,  Captain  Hawn  ;  this  is  an  outrage,  Ac.’ 
This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  March, 
1872.” 

Charge  III. — “  Breach  of  arrest,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and 
military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private,  late  Sergeant,  James  B. 
IT  Neill,  Company  ‘I,’  7  th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by 


4 

1st  Sergeant  William  Neabubr,  Company  ‘I,’  7tli  Infantry,  to 
proceed  to  his  quarters  in  arrest,  did  break  said  arrest,  and  did 
appear  in  the  parade  ground  of  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  without  au¬ 
thority.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day 
of  March,  1872.” 

Charge  IV. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private,  late  Sergeant,  James  B. 
O’Neill,  Company  ‘I,’  7th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  bv  his 
superior  and  Commanding  Officer,  Captain  Charles  C.  Rawn,  7th 
Infantry,  to  immediately  proceed  in  charge  of  1st  Sergeant  Wil¬ 
liam  Neabuhr,  Company  ‘I,’  7th  Infantry,  to  ‘I’  Company 
quarters  and  remain  there  in  arrest,  did  disobey  said  order,  and 
did  go  off  in  another  direction.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  20th  day  of  March,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  IV. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 
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Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  IV. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private,  late  Sergeant, 
James  B.  O’Neill,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  ZTnited 
States  six  (6)  dollars  per  month  for  the  period  of  twelve  months,  and  to  be 
confixed  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 

3d.  Private  Matthew  Finley,  Company  “  F,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Matthew  Finley,  of  Company 
‘F,’  7th  Infantry,  did  enter  the  company  quarters  in  a  state  of 
intoxication,  and  when  he  was  ordered  to  the  guard  house  by  1st 
Sergeant  James  Scott,  of  Company  ‘  F,’  7th  Infantry,  did  say 
to  said  Sergeant  Scott,  ‘  I  wont  go  for  you,  or  for  any  other  son- 
of-a-bitch,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  February,  1872.” 


Specification  IT. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Matthew  Finley,  of  Company 
*  F,’  7th  Infantry,  did  offer  violence  against  Corporals  Jeremiah 
Wells  and  William  Buty,  of  Company  ‘F,’  7th  Infantry,  (the 
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said  Corporals  Wells  and  Buty  being  at  the  time  in  the  execution 
of  their  office),  by  striking  at  and  resisting  them.  This  at  Fort 
Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  February,  1872.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  Private  Matthew  Finley,  of  Company 
‘F,’  7th  Infantry,  did  use  threatening  and  abusive  language  to 
Corporal  William  Buty,  of  Company  ‘  F,’  7th  Infantry,  saying: 
*  You  son-of-a-bitch,  I  can  lick  you,  you  Dutch  son-of-a-bitch,’ 
repeating  the  words  several  times:  this  while  the  said  Corporal 
Buty  was  in  the  execution  of  his  office.  This  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  February,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Drunkenness  on  duty.” 

Specification. —  “In  this:  that  Private  Matthew  Finley,  of  Company  ‘  F,’ 
7th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  detailed  on  daily  duty  in  the 
company  kitchen  as  ‘  cook’s  police,’  was  during  such  tour  of  duty 
drunk  aud  unable  to  perform  his  duty.  This  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  February,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Matthew  Finley, 
Company  “F,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  he  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  the  period  of  twelve  (12)  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United 
States  the  sum  of  ten  (10)  dollars  per  month  from  his  monthly  pay  for  the 
period  of  twelve  (12)  months 

4th.  Private  John  McMahon,  Company  “F,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  John  McMahon,  Company  ‘F,’  7th 
Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  as  acting  corporal  of 
the  post  guard,  was  found  drunk  at  the  mounting  of  such  guard. 
This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  of  September, 
1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  McMahon, 
Company  “  F,”  7 th  Infantry,  “  To  he  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months'’ 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Private  Thomas  Doyle,  Company  “  C,”  Private  (late  Sergeant)  Janies  B. 


O'Neill,  Company  “I,”  and  Privates  Matthew  Finley  and  John  McMahon, 
Company  “  F,”  7tli  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be 
duly  executed. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Thomas  Sands,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  William  J.  Slater,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  James  T.  Fox,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Charles  J.  Saunders,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  James  Rooney,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

6.  Private  James  Doneyan,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

7.  Private  John  Spiers,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

8.  Private  Charles  Blaney,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  6,  1873. 

General,  Orders! 

No.  4.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Miun.,  bv  virtue  of  Paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  231,  series  of 
1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes, 
20th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

1st.  Private  Thomas  Sands,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  the  said  Thomas  Sands,  Private,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  a  soldier  duly  enlisted  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  September  7th,  1870,  and  did  remain  absent  until  ap¬ 
prehended  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of 
June,  1872.  Thirty  dollars  ($30.00)  reward  paid  for  his  appre¬ 
hension.” 
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To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Sands, 
Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due, 
or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military 
prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  three  (3)  years, 
tvearing  a  ball  and  chain  weighing  twelve  pounds,  and  then  to  be  dishonora¬ 
bly  discharged  and  drummed  out  of  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

2d.  Private  William  J.  Slater,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  William  J.  Slater,  Company 
‘  C,’  20th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did,  in  a  state  of  intoxication,  forcibly 
enter  the  house  occupied  by  Treffle  Auge,  at  the  crossing  of  the 
Minnesota  river,  near  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  and  did  without 
due  provocation,  assault  and  beat  Emile  Aug6,  a  son  of  Treffle 
Auge  aforesaid,  and  did  call  said  Emile  Aug6  a  ‘  son-of-a-bitch.’ 
This  at  the  place  specified,  on  or  about  the  19th  day  of  Novem¬ 
ber,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  William  J.  Slater,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘C,’  20th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did,  in  a  threatening  manner, 
follow  one  Emile  A  ugfe  across  the  Minnesota  River,  addressing 
to  him  (Aug6)  the  words,  ‘  I’ll  kill  you  if  I  catch  you,’  or  words 
to  that  effect.  This  near  the  post  of  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or 
about  the  19th  day  of  November,  1872.” 
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Specification  III.— “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  William  J.  Slater,  Com¬ 
pany  '  C,’  20th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  in  a  condition  of  intoxication,  at¬ 
tempt  forcibly  to  enter  the  house  occupied  by  one  George  Scott, 
near  the  post  of  Fort  Snelling,  Minnesota,  in  his  (Scott’s)  ab¬ 
sence,  and  upon  being  refused  admittance  by  the  wife  of  Scott 
aforesaid,  did  threaten  to  burst  in,  and  did  kick  against  the  door 
of  said  house  (Scott’s),  and  in  reply  to  Mrs.  Scott’s  statement 
that  she  would  report  him  to  the  Sergeant  of  the  Guard,  did  use 
the  language,  ‘  You  will  report  me  in  a  hog’s  arse,’  or  words  to 
that  effect.  This  at  the  time  specified,  on  or  about  the  19th  day 
of  November,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  J. 
Slater,  Company  “  C,”  20th  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United 
States  ten  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  two  months,  and  to  carry  a  knap¬ 
sack  weighing  forty  pounds,  from  Fatigue  Call,  A.  M.,  to  five  o’clock,  P.  M., 
for  ten  days,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  allowing  half  an  hour  for  each  meal.” 

3d.  Private  James  T.  Fox,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 
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Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  T.  Fox,  Company 
‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  without  permission  from 
competent  authority,  from  his  company  and  post,  November, 
19th,  1872.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  T.  For,  Company 
‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  in  company  with  Privates  James  Donegan, 
James  Rooney  and  Charles  J.  Saunders,  take  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  stables,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  two  (2)  horses,  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  Captain  H.  G.  Thomas,  20th  Infantry,  and  did  use  them 
without  any  authority  whatever.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn., 
on  or  about  November  19th,  1872." 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  the  said  Private  James  T.  Fox, 
Company  ‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  in  company  with  Privates 
James  Donegan,  James  Rooney  and  Charles  J.  Saunders,  take 
from  the  Government  stables,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  one  (1) 
sleigh,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  valued  at  $65.00,  and 
did  use  said  sleigh  without  any  authority  whatever,  and  did  fail 
to  bring  said  sleigh  back  to  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  by  which  act 
it  was  lost  to  the  United  States.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn., 
on  or  about  November  19tli,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the 'words  “by  which  act 
it  was  lost  to  the  United  States.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  T.  Fox, 
Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  three  months,  and  to  carry  a  knapsack, 
weighing  forty  pounds,  from  Fatigue  Call,  A.  M.,  to  Jive  o'clock,  P.  M.,for 
ten  days,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  allowing  half  an  hour  for  each  meal.'’ 

4th.  Private  Charles  J.  Saunders,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  J.  Saunders,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself,  without  permission 
from  competent  authority,  from  his  company  and  post,  Novem¬ 
ber  19th  and  20th,  1872.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Charles  J.  Saunders,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did,  in  company  with  Privates  James 
Donegan,  James  T.  Fox,  and  James  Rooney,  take  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  stables,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  two  (2)  horses,  the 
property  of  Captain  H.  G.  Thomas,  20th  Infantry,  and  use 
them  without  any  authority  whatever.  This  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  on  or  about  November  19,  1872.” 

Specification  III. — “  In  this:  that  he,  the  said  Private  Charles  J.  Saun¬ 
ders,  Company  ‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  did,  in  company  with  Privates 
James  Donegan,  James  T.  Fox,  and  James  Rooney,  take  from  the 
Government  stables,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  one  ^1)  sleigh,  the 
property  of  the  United  States,  valued  at  $65.00,  and  did  use 
said  sleigh  without  any  authority  whatever,  and  did  fail  to  bring 
said  sleigh  back  to  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  by  which  act  it  was 
lost  to  the  United  States.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or 
about  November  19th,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘  by  which  act 
it  was  lost  to  the  United  States.’  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  J.  Saun¬ 
ders,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  three  months,  and  to  carry  a  knap¬ 
sack,  weighing  forty  pounds,  from  Fatigue  Call,  A.  M.,  until  five  o’clock) 
P.  M.,  for  ten  days,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  allowing  half  an  hour  for 
each  meal." 

5th.  Private  James  Rooney,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  James  Rooney,  Company 
‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself,  without  permission  from 
competent  authority,  from  his  company  and  post,  November  19th, 
1872.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  Rooney ,  Company 
‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  did,  in  company  with  Privates  James  Donegan, 
James  T.  Fox,  and  Charles  J.  Saunders,  take  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  stables,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  two  (2)  horses,  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  Captain  H.  G.  Thomas,  20th  Infantry,  and  did  use  them 
without  any  authority  whatever.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn., 
on  or  about  November  19th,  1872.” 


Specification  III.— “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  James  Rooney,  Company 
‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did,  in  company  with  Privates  James  Donegan, 
James  For,  and  Charles  J.  Saunders,  take  from  the  Government 
stables,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  one  (1)  sleigh,  the  property  of 
the  United  States,  valued  at  $65.00,  and  did  use  said  sleigh 
without  any  authority  whatever,  and  did  fail  to  bring  said  sleigh 
back  to  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  bv  which  act  it  was  lost  to  the 
United  States.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about  No¬ 
vember  19th,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To^he  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty." 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words  !  by  which  act 
it  was  lost  to  the  United  States.’  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Jumes  Rooney,  Com¬ 
pany  “  C,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars  of 
his  pay  pei-  month  for  three  months,  and  to  carry  a  knapsack,  weighing  forty 
pounds,  from  Fatigue  CaU,  A.  M.,  until  five  o’clock,  P.  M.,  for  ten  days, 
in  charge  of  the  guard,  allowing  half  an  hour  for  each  meal." 

6th.  Private  James  Donegan,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 


Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  James  Donegan,  Company 
‘  C,’ 20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself,  without  permission  from 
competent  authority,  from  his  company  and  post,  November  19th, 
1872.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  James  Donegan,  Company 
*  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did,  in  company  with  Privates  James  T.  Fox, 
Charles  J.  Saunders,  and  James  Rooney,  take  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  stables,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  two  (2)  horses,  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  Captain  H.  G.  Thomas,  20th  Infantry,  and  did  use  them 
without  any  authority  whatever.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn., 
on  or  about  November  19th,  1872.” 

Specification  III.— “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  James  Donegan,  Company 
‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did,  in  company  with  Privates  James  T.  Fox, 
Charles  J.  Saunders,  and  James  Rooney,  take  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  stables,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  one  (1)  sleigh,  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  the  United  States,  valued  at  $65.00,  and  did  use  said 
sleigh  without  any  authority  whatever,  and  did  fail  to  bring  said 
sleigh  back  to  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  by  which  act  it  was  lost  to 
the  United  States.”  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about 
November  19th,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty,”  except  the  words  “  by  which  act 
it  was  lost  to  the  United  States.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Donegan, 
Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  three  months,  and  to  carry  a  knapsack, 
weighing  forty  pounds,  from  Fatigue  Call,  A.  M.,  until  fire  o'clock,  P.  M., 
for  ten  days,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  allowing  half  an  hour  for  each  meal.” 

7th.  Private  John  Spiers,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification.  — “  In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Spiers,  Company  ‘ 

20th  Infantry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did,  on  or  about  November  7,  1872,  desert  the 
same,  and  remain  absent  from  his  company  and  post  until  No¬ 
vember  22,  1872,  when  brought  back  by  the  civil  authorities- 
This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Spiers, 
Company  *  C,’  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  that 
are  or  may  become  due  him  ;  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  and  drummed 
out  of  the  service,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military  prison  as 
the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  three  years,  wearing  a  ball 
and  chain  weighing  twelve  pounds.” 

8th.  Private  Charles  Blaney,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 
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Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  Blaney,  Regimental 
Band,  20th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal  and  carry  away 
from  the  band  quarters  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  one  govern¬ 
ment  overcoat,  valued  at  six  dollars  and  forty-four  cents  ($6.44), 
or  thereabouts,  the  property  of  Private  William  II.  Fox,  Regi¬ 
mental  Band,  20th  Infantry,  and  did  dispose  of  said  overcoat  for 
the  sum  of  four  dollars,  ($4.00),  more  or  less.  This  at  the  place 
specified,  on  the  11th  day  of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty:” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Blaney, 
Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  that 
are  or  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  and.  drummed  out 
of  the  service,  wearing  a  board  on  his  back  with  the  word  ‘  Tiiief  ’  thereon ,  and 
to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  for  one  year  in  such  penitentiary  as  the  De¬ 
partment  Commander  may  designate.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Thomas  Sands,  William  J.  Slater,  James  T.  Fox,  Charles  J. 
Saunders,  James  Rooney,  and  James  Doneqan,  Company  “  C,”  20th  In¬ 
fantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  he  duly  executed.  Fort 
Snelling,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement  of  Private 
Thomas  Sands,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  Spiers,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved,  but  upon 
the  recommendation  of  all  the  members  of  the  Court,  the  sentence  is 
remitted.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 
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The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Charles  Blaney,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
So  much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  drumming  out  of  the  service,  and 
wearing  a  board  with  the  word  “Thief”  thereon,  is  remitted.  The 
remainder  of  the  sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable 
discharge  take  effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As 
thus  modified  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota 
State  Prison,  at  Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confine¬ 
ment. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  231,  series  of  1872, 
from  these  headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes,  20th 
Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


. 


a.  c.  m. 


Private  James  Lowery,  Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry. 


H  E A  DQ U A  RT E RS,  DE PA  RTM ENT  OK  DAK OT A . 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  8,  1873. 

General  Orders  i 
No.  5.  t 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  156,  series  of  1872,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Montgomery  Bryant,  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried 

Piivate  . Tame »  Lowery,  Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  22d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  James  Lowery,  having  been  duly  enlisted 
as  a  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  having  been 
assigned  for  service.  pursuant  to  said  enlistment,  to  Company 
‘  A,’  of  the  6th  Regiment  of  U.  S.  Infantry,  did,  without  a  regu¬ 
lar  discharge  from  said  regiment,  enlist  himself  (under  the  as¬ 
sumed  name  of  James  Lowe)  in  the  9th  Regiment  of  U.  S. 
Infantry.  This  at  Omaha  Barracks,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of 
April,  1871.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows  : 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Lowery, 
Company  “  A,”  of  the  6th  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
at  such  place  as  the  Major  General  Commanding  the  Department  may  direct, 
for  one  (1)  year,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10)  dollars  of  his 
monthly  pay  for  twelve  (12)  months.” 


11. . .The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  James  Lowery,  Company  “  A,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  is  designated 
as  the  place  of  confinement. 

1 11. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
I).  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  156,  series  of  1872,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Montgomery  Bryant,  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


).  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Martin  Farrel,  Company  “L,”  2d  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  James  Moires ,  Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  John  Larkins,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Edward  Jones,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  9,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  6.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No  220,  series  of 

1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock, 

7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

1st.  Private  Martin  Farrel,  Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In :  that  he,  Private  Martin  Farrel,  Company  ‘  L,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  did  absent  himself  from  evening  stables,  Retreat  and 
Tattoo  roll  calls,  without  permission  from  proper  authority. 
This  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  May  30th,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  Martin  Farrel,  Company  1  L,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  did  become  intoxicated,  and  while  in  that  con¬ 
dition  did  enter  the  house  of  Mrs.  King,  and  force  the  occupants, 
by  threats  or  otherwise,  to  give  him  the  sum  of  five  dollars  in 
money,  more  or  less.  This  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about 
May  30th,  1872.” 
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To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  himv  Private  Martin  Farrel, 
Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  which  nuiy  become  due,  excepting  the  just  dues  of  the 
laundress,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from  the  service  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  be  confined  in  such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may 
direct,  for  the  penod  of  two  years.” 


2d.  Private  James  Moires,  Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  Moires,  Company  ‘  L,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  being  in  a  state  of  intoxication,  did  endeavor  to 
create  a  disturbance  in  the  quarters  of  Company  ‘  L,’  2d  Cav¬ 
alry,  and  did  use  offensive  language,  to-wit,  the  words :  ‘  Kiss 

my  arse,’  to  his  superior  non-commissioned  officer,  Sergeant 
Charles  C.  Drake,  Company  ‘L,’  2d  Cavalry,  lie,  Sergeant  Drake, 
being  at  the  time  in  the  proper  execution  of  his  duty.  This  at 
Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  26th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  James  Moires,  Company 
‘  L,’  2d  Cavalry,  being  ordered  by  his  superior  and  non-com- 
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missioned  officer,  Sergeant  Charles  C.  Drake,  Company  ‘  L,’  2d 
Cavalry,  to  go  with  him  to  the  post  guard-house,  did  willfully 
disobey  the  said  lawful  command,  the  said  Sergeant  Drake  being 
in  the  proper  execution  of  his  duty.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  on  the 
26th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  Moires ,  Company 
‘L,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  offer  violence  against  his  superior  non-com¬ 
missioned  officer,  Sergeant  Charles  C.  Drake,  Company  ‘  L,’  2d 
Cavalry,  and  did  strike  him  with  intent  to  do  him  bodily  injury, 
the  said  Sergeant  Drake  being  in  the  proper  execution  of  his 
duty.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  26th  day  of  November, 
1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

.  Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Moires, 


Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the 
poet  guard,  for  the  period  of  six  (6)  months,  and  to  forfeit  ten  dollars  per 
month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  same  period .” 


3d.  Private  John  Larkins,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  99th  Article  of  War.” 


Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Larkins,  Company 
1  A,’  7th  Infantry,  was  drunk  and  disorderly  in  the  quarters  of 
Company  ‘  A,’  7th  Infantry.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T., 
on  or  about  November  25th,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Larkins,  Company 
‘  A,’  7th  Infantry,  did  strike  Corporal  Thomas  Devine,  Company 
‘  A,’  7th  Infantry,  with  a  club,  while  he  (Corporal  Devine),  was 
in  the  proper  discharge  of  his  duty,  trying  to  quell  a  disturbance 
in  the  company  quarters.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on 
or  about  November  25th,  1872.” 


Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Larkins,  Company 
1  A,’  7th  Infantry,  did  assault  Private  James  Lanagan,  Company 
‘A,’  7th  Infantry,  with  a  deadly  weapon  (a  bayonet),  with  intent 
to  do  him  (Private  Lanagan),  serious  bodily  harm.  This  at  or 
near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  November  25th,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
Finding. 


The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty,”  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto. 
“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Larkins, 
Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  ten  (10)  dollars  of  monthly  pay 
for  the  period  of  one  month.'’ 

4th.  Private  Edward  Jones,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this:  that  he,  Private  Edward  Jones,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  take,  steal  and  carry  away,  with  intent  to  ap¬ 
propriate  the  same  to  his  own  use,  the  following  ordnance  and 
ordnance  stores,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which 
Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th  Infantry,  is  responsible,  viz.:  two 
(2)  Springfield  breech-loading  rifles,  and  (2)  gun  slings.  This  at 
or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  October  30th,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  Jones, 
Company  “A,”  7  th  Infantry,  “To  be  dishonorably  discharged  from  the 
service  with  loss  of  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due,  or  which  may  become  due, 
excepting  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be  confined  in  such  peniten¬ 
tiary  as  the  Commanding  General  may  designate,  for  a  period  of  three  years.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Martin  Farrel,  Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry,  and  Edward  Jones, 


Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The  sentences  are  mod¬ 
ified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  in  each  case  take  effect 
at  the  expiration  of  their  respective  terms  of  confinement.  As  thus 
modified  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State 
Prison  at  Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  their  confine¬ 
ment. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  Larkins ,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement 
and  restored  to  duty. 

In  the  case  of  Private  James  Moires,  Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry,  the 
proceedings  and  findings  under  the  first  charge  and  its  specification  are 
approved.  The  proceedings  and  findings  under  the  second  charge  and 
its  specification  are  disapproved,  for  the  reason  that  the  term  “  superior 
officer,”  in  the  9th  Article  of  War,  means  commissioned  officer  only, 
and  the  offence  was  therefore  a  violation  of  the  99th  Article  of  War, 
and  should  have  been  so  charged.  The  sentence  is  approved  and  will 
be  duly  executed. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Samuel  F.  Slater,  Company  “  C,”  6th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Thomas  Wilson,  Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  11,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  7.  j 

I.. .Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  bv  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  220, 
series  of  1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Col¬ 
onel  W.  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and 
tried  : 

1st.  Private  Samuel  F.  Slater,  Company  “  C,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Leaving  his  post  in  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Samuel  F.  Slater,  Company 
‘  C,’  6th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel  over 
Quartermaster’s  stores  at  the  boat  landing,  at  or  about  6  o’clock, 
p.  m.,  did  leave  his  post  before  being  regularly  relieved,  and  did 
remain  absent  until  about  9  o’clock,  p.  M.  All  this  at  Fort  Me- 
Keen,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  September,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
•he  accused  as  follows  : 
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Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Samuel  F.  Slater, 
Company  “C,”  6th  Infantry,  U.  S.  A.,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
ten  (10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  three  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  a  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 

2d.  Private  Thomas  Wilson,  Company  “B,”  Gth  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Leaving  his  post,  in  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification — “In  this:  that  Private  Thomas  Wilson,  Company  ‘B,’ 
Gth  Infantry,  having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel,  did  leave 
said  post  before  he  was  regularly  relieved.  This  at  Fort  Mc- 
Keen,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  27th  day  of  August,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Wilson, 
Company  “  B,”  Gth  Infantry,  U.  S.  A.,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
ten  (10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  three  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  a  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Private  Samuel  F.  Slater,  Company  “  C,”  and  Thomas  Wilson,  Com- 
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pany  “  B,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  he  duly 
executed. 


OFFICIAL  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


' 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  13,  1873. 

General  Orders  \ 

No.  8.  / 

Captain  William  Ludlow,  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.  S.  A.,  having  re¬ 
ported  at  these  headquarters  in  compliance  with  paragraph  V,  Special 
Orders  No.  260,  series  of  1872,  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s 
Office,  is  hereby  announced  as  Engineer  Officer  of  the  Department. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6/A  Infantry. 


O.  C.  M. 


Private  Ezra  D.  Felker,  Company  “  B,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  20,  1873. 

General  Orders) 

No.  9.  j 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall. 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  220,  series  of 
1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S. 
Oris,  22d  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : 

Private  Ezra  D.  Felker,  Company  “  B,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Ezra  D.  Felker ,  Company 
“  B,”  22d  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  on  the  17th  da\r  of  Octo¬ 
ber,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  and  deliv¬ 
ered  to  the  proper  authorities  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  the 
18th  day  of  October,  1872.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


2 


Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘desert  said  ser¬ 
vice,’  and  of  the  excepted  words  ‘Not  Guilty,’  but  ‘Guilty  of  absent¬ 
ing  himself  without  leave  from  his  company.’  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  ‘Guilty  of  absence  without 
leave.’  ” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Ezra  D.  Felker, 
Company  “  B,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  three  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period .” 

II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Ezra  D.  Felker,  Company  “  B,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


official: 


By  Command  or  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  c.  m. 


Private  Charles  Clarke.  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  21,  1873. 

General  Orders  \ 

No.  10.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  223,  series  of  1872,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry,  is 

President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

Private  Charles  Clarke,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  Clarke,  Company 
‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  did  surreptitiously  and  feloniously  take  and 
appropriate  to  his  own  use  a  certain  lot  of  ‘Yeast  Powders,’ 
the  property  of  the  United  States,  viz. :  48  cans,  more  or  less, 
approximate  value  three  dollars  ($3.00)  per  can.  All  this  at 
or  near  Camp  39,  Yellowstone  Expedition,  on  or  about  Septem¬ 
ber  11th,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Charles  Clarke,  Company 
‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  did  have  in  his  possession  a  certain  lot  of 
Yeast  Powders,  48  cans,  more  or  less,  approximate  value  three 
dollars  ($3.00)  per  can,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  that 
were  stolen,  he  knowing  said  Yeast  Powders  to  be  stolen  goods. 
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All  this  at  or  near  Camp  39,  Yellowstone  Expedition,  on  or 
about  September  11th,  1872.” 

Specification  III.— “  In  this:  that  he,  Private  Chariest  Clarke,  Company 
‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  did  take,  retain  and  appropriate  to  his  own 
use  and  benefit,  a  certain  lot  of  Yeast  Powders,  48  cans,  more  or 
less,  approximate  value  three  dollars  ($3.00)  per  can,  the  proper¬ 
ty  of  the  United  States,  he  knowing  said  Yeast  Powders  to  have 
been  stolen.  All  this  at  or  near  Camp  No.  39,  Yellowstone  Ex¬ 
pedition,  on  or  about  September  11,  1872  ” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  ( 'ourt,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Clarke, 
Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the,  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  to  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  confined  at  hard  labor  in  such  penitentiary 
as  the  Commanding  Officer  of  the  Department  shall  designate,  for  the  period 
of  three  (3)  years," 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Charles  Clarke,  Company  “F,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved. 
The  sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take 
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effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified 
the  sentence  will  he  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at 
Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 


OFFICIAL  : 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assista?it  Adjutant  General. 

Major  and  Judge,  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


Gr.  c. 


1.  Private  John  Kilien,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Michael  Keenan ,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  22,  1873. 

General  Orders) 

No.  11.  ) 

1... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  155,  series  of  1872,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Richard  Coxiba,  7th  Infantry,  is 

President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  :— 

1st.  Private  John  Kilien,  Company  “  K,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I.— “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this':  that  Private  John  Kilien,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  from  said  service  at  Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Ter¬ 
ritory,  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  October,  1872,  and  did  re¬ 
main  absent  therefrom  until  apprehended  at  or  near  the  Dear¬ 
born  river,  Montana  Territory,  or  or  about  the  12th  day  of 
October,  1872.  All  this  at  Fort  Shaw,  and  at  or  near  the  Dear¬ 
born  river,  Montana  Territory,  on  or  about  the  dates  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  John  Kilien,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  take,  steal,  and  carry  away  and  appropriate  to  his 


2 


own  use,  the  following  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  the  property 
of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  Captain  J.  M.  J.  Sanno,  7th 
Infantry,  is  responsible,  viz.:  one  (1)  Springfield  breech-loading 
rifle  musket,  model  of  1868,  calibre  .50,  one  (1)  gun  sling,  and 
twenty  (20)  rounds  center  primed  metallic  cartridges,  calibre  .50. 
This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  October, 
1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  ‘Guilty  of  absence  without 
leave.’  ” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specifiction,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Kilien, 
Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  that  become  due,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from 
the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
in  such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  until 
Jidy  1st,  1875.” 
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2d.  Private  Michael  Keenan,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Violation  of  the  44th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  :  that  Private  Michael  Keenan,  Company  ‘B,’  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  and  warned  for  guard,  did 
fail  to  parade  with  the  guard  detail  of  his  company,  and  did  ab¬ 
sent  himself  from  the  place  of  parade  without  permission  from 
proper  authority,  and  did  remain  absent  from  three  general  roll 
calls.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  10th  and  11th 
days  of  August,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Habitual  drunkenness,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order 
and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  :  that  Private  Michael  Keenan,  Company  ‘ B,’  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  did  become  so  much  under  the  influence  of  liquor  as  to 
render  it  necessary  to  confine  him  in  the  guard-house  on  the 
several  dates  following,  to  wit:  May  3d,  12th,  and  26th  ;  June 
13th;  July  4th,  7th,  and  22d;  and  August  7th  and  lltli,  1872. 
All  this  at  Fort  Benton,  Montana  Territory.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘July  4’  and  ‘Au¬ 
gust  7,’  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Keenan, 
Company  “B,”7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the.  United  Staiest  ten  dol¬ 
lars  of  his  monthly  'pay  for  the  period  of  one  month.” 


11 .. .The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  John  Kilien,  Company  “  K,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
The  sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take 
effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at 
Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  his  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Michael  Keenan,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed,  lie  will  be  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  restored  to  duty. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  1 55,  series  of  1872,  from  these 
Headquarters,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  o.  M. 


1.  Private  Charles  Mullis,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  James  Steward,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  Henry  Worth,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Charles  Whalan,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  7,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  12.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  220,  series  of 
1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock 
7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : 

1st.  Private  Charles  Mullis,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — ■“  Violation  of  the  99th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  Mullis,  Company  ‘G,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  did  come  into  the  company  quarters,  under  the  in¬ 
fluence  of  intoxicating  liquor,  and  did  cause  a  disturbance,  and 
was  disorderly  and  abusive,  and  did  call  Sergeant  Oscar  R.  Corn- 
well,  ‘G’  Company,  2d  Cavalry,  ‘a  God  damned  son-of-a-bitch,’ 
at  least  a  dozen  times,  and  with  his  clenched  fist  did  strike  the 
said  Sergeant  twice ;  and  when  ordered  by  Sergeant  Cornwell, 
‘G’  Company,  2d  Cavalry,  to  go  with  him  to  the  guard-house, 
did  refuse,  saying :  1  There  was  not  a  son-of-a-bitch  of  a  sergeant 
in  the  company  who  could  take  him  to  the  guard-house,’  or  words 
to  that  effect.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  11th 
day  of  December,  1872.” 
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To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘and  when 
ordered  by  Sergeant  Cornwell,  ‘G’  Company,  2d  Cavalry,  to  go  with 
him  to  the  guard-house,  did  refuse,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Mullis, 
Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10)  dol¬ 
lars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  three  months,  and  to  he 
confined  under  charge  of  the  guard,  at  hard  labor,  for  the  same  period .” 

2d.  Private  James  Steward,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  James  Steward,  a  private  of  Company 
1 H,’  2d  Cavalry,  while  under  the  influence  of  intoxicating  liquor, 
did  go  into  the  orderly  room  of  Company  ‘  H,’  2d  Cavalry,  in  a 
disorderly  manner,  and  did  make  use  of  the  following  words  to 
Corporal  Thomas  Porter,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry,  he  (Cor¬ 
poral  Porter)  being  at  the  time  in  the  execution  of  his  duty : 
‘  God  damn  you,  keep  away  from  me ;  I  will  open  you  like  a 
sheep’s  liver,  and  this  is  what  I  will  do  it  with,’  exhibiting  at  the 
same  time  a  pair  of  brass  knuckles  which  he  wore  on  his  right 
hand.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  Decem¬ 
ber,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this  :  that  he,  James  Steward,  a  private  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘H,’  2d  Cavalry,  was  drunk  and  creating  a  disturbance 
amongst  the  men  of  the  company,  in  the  quarters  of  Company 
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‘  H,’  2d  Cavalry.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th 
December,  1872.” 

Specification  III. — “  In  this:  that  he,  James  Steward,  a  private  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  H,’  2d  Cavalry,  did,  after  leaving  his  company  quarters, 
proceed  to  the  post  guard-house,  and  did  there  use  insulting  and 
threatening  language  to  Corporal  Morris  Doody,  Company  ‘H,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  he  being  at  the  time  Corporal  of  the  Guard,  and  in 
the  execution  of  his  duties,  by  wanting  the  said  Corporal  Doody 
to  fight  him,  and  telling  him  he  could  beat  or  lick  him,  or  words 
to  that  effect.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  2oth  day 
of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows : 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Steicard, 
Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of 
the  post  guard,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months,  and  to  forfeit  ten  (10) 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  same  period.” 


3d.  Private  Henry  Worth,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “  Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 


Specification  I.— “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Ilenry  Worth,  Company 
‘  A,’  7th  Infantry,  upon  being  met  in  Bozeman,  M.  T.,  by  his 
superior  officer,  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th  Infantry,  and  upon 
being  ordered  by  him  (Captain  Hancock)  to  go  to  the  post,  did 
refuse  to  obey  said  order,  saying  in  a  most  decided  manner,  ‘  I 
won’t  do  it,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  All  this  at  or  near  Bozeman, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  September  30,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Henry  Worth,  Company 
1  A,’  7th  Infantry,  upon  being  met  and  ordered  to  the  post  by  his 
superior  officer,  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th  Infantry,  he  (Cap¬ 
tain  Hancock)  being  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  did  refuse  to 
obey  said  order,  and  did  act  in  a  threatening  manner,  shaking 
his  fist  at  him  (Captain  Hancock)  and  saying:  ‘You  old  pot¬ 
bellied  son-of-a-bitch,  I  know  what  you  want,  you  want  to  get 
me  to  the  post  to  have  me  put  in  the  guard-house ;  I’ll  get  even 
with  you,  I’ll  catch  you  out  and  put  a  head  on  you  yet,’  or  words 
to  that  effect,  and  did  repeat  these  expressions,  or  expressions  of 
a  like  nature,  many  times.  All  this  at  or  near  Bozeman,  M.  T., 
on  or  about  September  30,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Henry  Worth,  Company  ‘  A,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  behave  himself  with  contempt  and  disrespect 
towards  the  Commanding  Officer  of  his  company,  Captain  D.  P. 
Hancock,  7th  Infantry,  riding  up  to  his  side  and  shaking  his 
fist  at  him  (Captain  Hancock),  saying,  ‘  I  am  as  good  a  man  as 
you,’  or  words  to  that  effect ;  then  riding  a  short  distance  from 
him  (Captain  Hancock),  ‘  Arrest  me  if  you  can,  you  old  pot¬ 
bellied  son-of-a-bitch,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  All  this  at  or 
near  Bozeman,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  September  30,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Henry  Worth, 
Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  note  due 
or  that  may  become  due,  excepting  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress;  to  wear 
attached  to  his  left  leg  by  a  chain  five  feet  long,  a  ball  weighing  twelve  (12) 
pounds,  and  to  be  confined  in  the  post  guard-house  until  the  expiration  of  his 
term  of  service,  August  16,  1874 ;  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged 
from  the  service.” 


4th.  Private  Charles  Whalan,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Charles  Whalan,  Company 
‘A,’  7th  Infantry,  was  drunk  and  disorderly  in  the  quarters  of 
Company  ‘  A,’  7th  Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  November  25,  1872.” 


Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  Whalan,  Company 
‘  A,’  7th  Infantry,  did  strike  Private  James  Doyle,  Company  ‘  A,’ 
7th  Infantry,  with  a  large  club,  while  his  (Doyle’s)  back  was 
turned,  and  with  intent  to  do  him  (Doyle)  serious  bodily  harm. 
This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  November  25,  1872.” 

Specification  III. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Charles  Whalan,  Company 
‘  A,’  7th  Infantry,  did  attempt  to  strike  Corporal  David  Ken¬ 
nedy,  Company  ‘A,’  7th  Infantry,  while  he  (Corporal  Ken¬ 
nedy)  was  in  the  proper  discharge  of  his  duty,  quelling  a  dis¬ 
turbance  in  the  company.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  November  25,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification ,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification-,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Whalan, 
Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  post  guard ,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months,  and  to  forfeit  ten  dollars 
per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  same  period.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases 
of  Privates  Charles  Mullis,  Company  “  G,”  and  James  Steward,  Company 


7 


“H,”  2d  Cavalry,  Henry  Worth  and  Charles  Whalan,  Company  “A,” 
7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 


OFFICIAL: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

.dssistat  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  o.  m. 


1.  Musician  Michael  Walsh,  Company  “F,”  6th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Charles  Miller,  Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Thomas  Clark,  Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Patrick  McGee,  Company  “  I,”  6tli  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  8,  1873. 

General  Orders  \ 

No.  13.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  224,  series  of  1872,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Montgomery  Bryant,  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Musician  Michael  Walsh,  Company  “  F,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Musician  Michael  Walsh,  ‘F’  Com¬ 
pany,  6th  Infantry,  being  30  minutes,  more  or  less,  late  at  dinner, 
did  enter  the  mess-room  of  ‘  F  ’  Company,  6th  Infantry,  and  did 
then  and  there  attempt  to  create  a  disturbance  with  Private  Pius 
Hafley,  ‘  F’  Company,  6th  Infantry,  company  cook,  by  using  the 
following  language :  ‘  God  damn  it,  I  won’t  eat  this  dinner,  I 
want  some  hot  dinner;  I’ll  kill  the  damn  Dutch  bastard,’  or 
words  to  that  effect,  meaning  Private  Hafley.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Musician  Michael  Walsh,  ‘  F  ’  Com¬ 
pany,  6th  Infantry,  did,  without  just  cause  or  provocation,  vio¬ 
lently  assault  Private  Pius  Hafley,  ‘  F  ’  Company,  6th  Infantry, 
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company  cook,  and  did  inflict  personal  injury  upon  the  said 
Hafley  with  a  knife,  he,  said  Private  Hafley,  being  in  the  execution 
of  his  duty  as  company  cook.  All  this  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T., 
on  or  j^bout  the  14th  of  September,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Musician  Michael  Walsh, 
“F”  Company,  6th  Infantry,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  to  take  effect  April  1st,  1873.” 

2d.  Private  Charles  Miller,  Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Charles  Miller,  Company  *  D,’  6th 
Infantry,  did  attempt  to  commit,  upon  the  person  of  Private 
Michael  Quinn,  Company  ‘  D,’  6tli  U.  S.  Infantry,  the  crime  of 
sodomy.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  19th  Sep¬ 
tember,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Miller , 
Company  “  D,”  6th  II.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  he  dishonorably  discharged  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  to  take  effect  April  1st,  1873,  and  to  forfeit  to 
the  United  States  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due  or  to  become  due,  the  just 
dues  of  the  laundress  excepted .” 

3d.  Private  Thomas  Clark,  Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Private  Thomas  Clark ,  of  Company  ‘  D,’  6th 
Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  for  fatigue,  and  ordered 
to  report  under  charge  of  Sergeant  John  Walsh,  of  Company 
‘E,’  6th  Infantry,  to  2d  Lieutenant  Nelson  Bronson,  6th  Infan¬ 
try,  for  duty,  and  having  been  placed  on  duty  by  the  said  Ser¬ 
geant  Walsh,  pursuant  to  instructions  received  from  the  said 
Lieutenant  Bronson,  did  say  to  the  said  Sergeant  Walsh  :  ‘This 
is  menial  labor,  I  will  not  work,  I  will  go  to  the  guard-house  first,’ 
or  words  to  that  effect,  and  did  without  proper  authority  or  per¬ 
mission,  leave  his  work  at  or  near  11  o’clock  A.  M.,  before  the 
proper  fatigue  recall,  and  go  to  his  quarters,  and  did  not  return. 
All  this  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  23d  day  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 
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Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Private  Thomas  Clark, 
Company  “  D,”  6th  U.  S.  Infantry. 


4th.  Private  Patrick  McGee,  Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Patrick  McGee,  Company  ‘  I,’ 
6th  Infantry,  did  on  the  morning  of  August  1,  1872,  when  the 
company  was  paraded  for  drill,  (in  compliance  with  general 
orders),  brought  to  attention,  and  the  command  1  Right  Dress  ’ 
given  by  1st  Sergeant  Charles  Starr,  ‘I’  Company,  6th  Infan¬ 
try,  fail  to  obey  said  command,  and  when  ordered  individually 
and  by  name  to  dress  up  on  the  line,  did  fail  to  do  so.  This  at 
Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  August  1,  1872.” 

Specification  II.— “  In  this  :  that  Private  Patrick  McGee,  ‘  I  ’  Company, 
6th  Infantry,  did  on  August  1,  1872,  when  his  company  was 
paraded  for  drill,  brought  to  attention,  and  the  command  *  Right 
Dress  ’  given  by  1st  Sergeant  Charles  Starr,  ‘  I  ’  Company,  6th 
Infantry,  fail  to  obey  said  command,  and  when  ordered  the 
second  time  individually  and  by  name  to  dress  up  on  the  line, 
reply  in  the  following  insubordinate,  contemptuous  tone  of  voice : 
‘  I  am  already  out  too  much  now,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This 
in  the  presence  of  enlisted  men  of ‘I’  Company,  6th  Infantry. 
This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  August  1,  1872.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  Private  Patrick  McGee,  Company 
‘  I,’ 6th  Infantry,  did  on  August  1,  1872,  while  being  confined 
by  order  of  his  Company  Commander,  and  conducted  to  the 
guard-house  by  Corporal  James  M.  Sligar,  ‘  I  ’  Company,  6th 
Infantry,  and  being  virtually  and  actually  a  prisoner,  on  the 
approach  of  1st  Lieutenant  Daniel  H.  Murdock,  6th  Infantry, 
drop  in  rear  of  said  Corporal  James  M.  Sligar,  and  confront  1st 
Lieutenant  Daniel  H.  Murdock,  6th  Infantry,  addressing  him 
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relative  to  his  case,  breaking  away  from  his  guard  and  address¬ 
ing  an  officer  without  permission,  seeking  thereby  to  weaken  the 
authority  of  Corporal  James  M.  Sligar,  said  Corporal  Sligar 
being  then  and  there  in  the  lawful  execution  of  his  office.  This 
at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  date  above  specified.” 

Specification  IV. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Patrick  McGee,  1 1  ’  Company, 
6th  Infantry,  did  conduct  himself  in  a  disorderly  manner  in  the 
mess-room  of ‘I’  Company,  6th  Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Bu¬ 
ford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  August  5th,  1872.” 

Specification  V. — “In  this:  that  Private  Patrick  McGee,  ‘P  Company, 
6th  Infantry,  (having  been  told  by  Lance  Corporal  George  H. 
Love,  ‘  I’  Company,  6th  Infantry,  who  was  in  charge  of  the  ra¬ 
tions,  mess-room  and  kitchen,  that  the  difference  in  the  coffee 
arose  on  account  of  a  change  of  boilers),  did  make  use  of  the 
following  disrespectful  and  insubordinate  language  towards  Lance 
Corporal  George  H.  Love,  Company  ‘  I,’  6th  Infantry,  to-wit : 

‘  If  you  had  been  attending  to  your  duties,  the  coffee  would  not 
have  been  so,’ meaning  Lance  Corporal  George  H.  Love;  said 
Lance  Corporal  Love  being  then  and  there  in  the  lawful  execu¬ 
tion  of  his  office.  This  in  the  presence  of  enlisted  men  of  ‘I’ 
Company,  6th  Infantry,  with  a  view  to  create  dissatisfaction  in 
the  company,  and  weaken  the  authority  of  Lance  Corporal 
George  H.  Love  in  the  performance  of  his  duties.  This  at  Fort 
Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  August  5th,  1872.” 

Specification  VI. — “In  this:  that  Private  Patrick  McGee,  ‘I’  Company, 
6th  Infantry,  did,  after  receiving  permission  from  Lance  Cor¬ 
poral  George  H.  Love,  ‘I’  Company,  6th  Infantry,  to  take  the 
coffee  issued  him  out  of  the  mess-room,  and  upon  being  told  by 
Lance  Corporal  George  H.  Love  that  the  1st  Sergeant  sent  him 
to  know  what  he  was  going  to  do  with  the  coffee,  after  taking 
it  from  the  mess-room,  make  use  of  the  following  disrespectful 
and  insubordinate  language  :  ‘  That  is  my  business,  the  coffee 

has  been  issued  to  me  and  I  will  do  as  I  like  with  it,’  Lance  Cor¬ 
poral  Love  being  at  the  time  in  the  lawful  execution  of  his  of¬ 
fice.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  August  5th,  1872.” 
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To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  5th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  6th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto 
except  the  words,  ‘breaking  away  from  his  guard,’  and  the  words, 
‘  seeking  thereby  to  weaken  the  authority  of  Corporal  James  Sligar,’ 
and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  4th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  5th  Specification,  “  Guilty,  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto, 
except  the  words,  ‘disrespectful  and  insubordinate,’  and  the  words, 

‘  with  a  view  to  create  dissatisfaction  in  the  company,  and  weaken  the 
authority  of  Lance  Corporal  George  H.  Love  in  the  performance  of 
his  duties,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Patrick  McGee, 
Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United,  States  five  (5)  dol¬ 
lars  of  his  pay  for  one  month.” 


H...The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases 
of  Musician  Michael  Walsh,  Company  “F,”  and  Private  Charles  Miller, 
Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  bp 
duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Thomas  Clark,  Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders 
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have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Patrick  McGee ,  Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry,  are  disapproved. 
Such  a  charge,  with  such  specificatio'ns,  should  never  have  been  made 
the  subject  of  trial  by  a  General  Court.  Private  McGee  will  be  re¬ 
leased  from  arrest  and  restored  to  duty. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Francis  Huck,  Company  “  K,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  John  C.  Wolf,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Martin  Kurtz,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Charles  Manz,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  Herman  Hatter,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  11,  1873. 


General  Orders! 

No.  14.  / 

I...  Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Pembina, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragrapli  II,  Special  Orders  No.  233,  series  of 
1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Loyd  Wheaton, 
20th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : 

1st.  Private  Francis  Huck,  Company  “  K,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Francis  Huck,  Company  ‘K,’ 
20th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  on  or  about  the  17th  day  of  July, 
1872,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  and  brought  back 
under  guard,  July  18th,  1872.  This  at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  dates  above  mentioned.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  / Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Francis  Huck, 
Company  “  K,”  20th  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all 
pay  and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard 
laboi',  in  such  military  prison  as  the  Commanding  General  of  the  Department 
may  direct,  until  the  18 th  day  of  July,  1875.” 

2d.  Private  John  C.  Wolf,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Private  John  C.  Wolf,  Company  ‘  I,’  20tli  In¬ 
fantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  military  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  on  the  27th  day  of  Febru¬ 
ary,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  until  he  surrendered  himself  at 
the  station  of  his  company,  on  the  15th  day  of  June,  1872.  All 
this  at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  date  above  spe¬ 
cified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilt}'.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea 
of  the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows  : 

Of  the  i Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  C.  Wolf, 
Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military 
prison  as  the  Commanding  General  of  the  Department  may  direct,  until  the 
15 th  day  of  July,  1873.” 

3d.  Private  Martin  Kurtz,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mil¬ 
itary  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Martin  Kurtz,  Company  ‘  I,’ 
20th  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  guard,  and  having  been 
placed  in  charge  of  certain  prisoners,  did  allow  one  Private  John 
Lang,  Company  “  K,”  20th  Infantry,  a  prisoner,  to  escape,  there¬ 
by  neglecting  his  duty  as  a  sentinel.  This  at  Fort  Pembina, 
D.  T.,  August  30,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Martin  Kurtz, 
“  I  ”  Company.  20th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  where  his  company  may  be  sen'ing,  for  the  period  of  three  calendar 
months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of 
four  (4)  months." 
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4th.  Private  Charles  Manz,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Charles  Manz,  Company  '  I,’ 
20th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  on  or  about  the  17th  of 
July,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested  and  brought 
back  to  the  station  of  his  company  on  or  about  the  18th  day  of 
July,  1872.  All  this  at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.” 

Charge  II.— “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Charles  Mans,  Company  ‘  I,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal  and  carry  away,  and 
did  appropriate  to  his  own  use,  one  pair  of  boots  of  the  value  of 
live  (5)  dollars,  more  or  less,  in  lawful  currency  of  the  United 
States,  said  pair  of  boots  being  the  property  of  one  Lewis  Davis 
(a  civilian).  All  this  at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
17th  day  of  July,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification ,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification ,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Mam, 
Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  to  become  due,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  United  Stales,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  such  peniten¬ 
tiary  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  years.” 


5th.  Private  Herman  Hutter,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  Private  Herman  Hutter,  ‘  I  ’  Company, 
20th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  on  or  about  the  17th  of  July, 
1872,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested  and  brought  back  to 
the  station  of  his  company,  on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  July, 
1872.  All  this  at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Herman  Hutter, 
“  I  ”  Company,  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  the  service  of  the  United  Stales,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at 
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such  military  prison  as  the  Commanding  General  of  the  Department  may 
direct ,  until  the  18  th  day  of  July,  1875.” 

11. . .The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Francis  Huek,  Company  “  K,”  John  C.  Wolf  and  Herman 
Hutter,  Company  “I,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The  sentences  are 
modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  in  each  case  take 
effect  at  the  expiration  of  their  respective  terms  of  confinement.  As 
thus  modified  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort  Pembina, 
D.  T.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  their  confinement. 

In  the  case  of  Private  Martin  Kurtz,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry, 
the  evidence  does  not  seem  to  be  sufficient  to  justify  a  finding  of  guilty. 
There  is  nothing  whatever  tending  to  show  an  intentional  neglect  of 
duty,  and  the  facts  which  are  proven  are  as  consistent  with  the  theory 
that  the  accused  simply  erred  in  judgment,  as  with  the  theory  that  he 
was  guilty  of  such  carelessness  as  amounts  to  criminal  negligence.  The 
proceedings  are  approved.  The  findings  and  sentence  are  disapproved. 
The  accused  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Charles  Manz,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The 
sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take  ef¬ 
fect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at 
Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Pembina, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  233,  series  of 
1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Loyd  Wheaton, 
20th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 
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The  death  of  this  young  officer  closes  the  record  of  a  career  marked 
by  generous  enthusiasm  and  gallant  service  in  the  cause  of  his  coun¬ 
try.  Those  of  his  comrades  who  knew  him  best  will  remember  with 
pleasure  the.  high  sense  of  honor  and  amiable  disposition  which  were 
his  distinguishing  characteristics,  not  less  than  his  personal  gallantry 
and  devotion  to  the  military  service. 

In  respect  to  his  memory  all  officers  of  the  staff  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  will  wear  the  usual  badge  of  mourning  for  the  period  of  thirty 
days. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General,  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 


Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  14,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  15.  / 

The  Department  Commander  announces  with  deep,  regret  the  death, 
in  this  city  on  the  10th  instant,  of  Brevet  Captain  John  Gilmer 
Telford,  1st  Lieutenant  2d  Artillery,  Aide-de-Camp. 

Captain  Telforp  was  the  grandson  of  the  late  Brigadier  General 
Joseph  G.  Totten,  Chief  of  Engineers,  U.  S.  Army,  and  was  also 
related  to  several  distinguished  officers  of  the  Navy.  lie  entered  the 
service  in  the  early  days  of  the  war  of  the  Rebellion,  being  at  the  time 
a  mere  youth  of  seventeen  years,  enlisting  as  a  private  soldier  in  an 
Ohio  regiment.  He  was  soon  promoted  to  a  commission  and  made 
Adjutant  of  his  regiment  and  Acting  Assistant  Adjutant  General  of  the 
brigade,  in  which  positions  he  was  engaged  in  active  service  in  the  field, 
until  the  hardships  and  exposure  of  a  military  life  acting  upon  a  con¬ 
stitution  naturally  delicate,  caused  his  health  to  fail,  and  probably 
sowed  the  seeds  of  the  disease  which  finally  terminated  his  life. 

During  the  ensuing  period  of  partial  disability  Captain  Telford  was 
attached  to  the  staff  of  Brigadier  General  T.  W.  Sherman,  command¬ 
ing  in  New  Orleans,  afterwards  successively  to  the  staff  of  Brig¬ 
adier  Generals  Sibley  and  Pope,  commanding  in  Minnesota,  and  of 
Lieutenant  General  W.  T.  Sherman,  commanding  the  Military  Di¬ 
vision  of  the  Missouri.  On  the  21st  of  March,  1866,  he  was  appointed 
2d  Lieutenant  of  the  13th  Infantry,  from  which  regiment  he  was  sub¬ 
sequently  transferred  to  the  2d  Artillery.  During  the  last  six  years  of 
his  life  he  has  served  upon  the  personal  staff  of  the  present  commander 
of  this  Department,  who  desires  to  record  his  grateful  appreciation  of 
Captain  Telford’s  uniformly  zealous  and  faithful  performance  of  all 
the  duties  devolved  upon  him. 


Gr.  O. 


1.  Private  .1.  J.  Goodenough,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Henry  Schultz,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  15,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  16.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  223,  series  of  1872,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry,  is 

President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : 

1st.  Private  A.  J.  Goodenough,  Company  “E,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Drunkenness  on  duty,  in  violation  of  the  4oth  Article 
of  War.” 

Specification. — “ In  this:  that  Private  A.  J.  Goodenough,  Company  ‘E,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  perform  his 
duties  as  a  soldier,  he  being  regularly  detailed,  and  being  on  duty 
as  a  member  of  the  escort  to  Major  William  Smith,  Paymaster, 
U.  S.  A.,  en  route  to  Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory.  This  on 
board  the  steamer  ‘  Western,’  on  or  about  the  14th  day  of  July, 
1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  A.  J.  Goodenough,  Company 
1  E,’  22d  Infantry,  did  strike  in  a  ruffianly  manner  with  his  fist, 
Sergeant  Patrick  Henry,  Company  ‘  E,’  22d  Infantry,  said  Ser- 
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geant  Henry  being  (lien  in  the  proper  discharge  of  his  duty  as  a 
member  of  the  said  escort.  This  on  board  the  steamer  1  Western,’ 
on  or  about  July  14,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
is  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  hint,  Private  A.  J.  Good- 
enough,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  ten 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  two  months,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard  labor, 
in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  thirty  days.” 

2d.  Private  Henry  Schultz,  Company  “E,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Leaving  his  post,  in  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Henry  Schultz,  Company  ‘  E,’ 
22d  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  posted  as  a  sentinel  over  the 
camp  (of  the  escort  to  the  Beef  Herd)  returning  from  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  to  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  did  desert  his  post  and  arms,  and 
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did  remain  absent  until  found  in  a  tent  by  the  Commanding 
Officer  and  Sergeant  of  said  escort.  All  this  at  a  point  known 
as  Hermaphrodite  Creek,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of 
August,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Private  Henry  Schultz, 
Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry. 

II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  A  J.  Goodenough,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved, 
but  upon  the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the  members  of  the  Court, 
the  sentence  is  remitted.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and 
restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Henry  Schultz,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  Gen  era  i.  Terry. 

O.  ,D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A, 


a.  c.  m. 


Private  Sidney  J.  Smitiuson,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry. 

HEADQUA  RTERS.  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  24,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  17.  f 

T... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  TIT,  Special  Orders  No.  220,  series  of 
1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock, 
7th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried : 

Private  Sidney  J.  Smithson,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge — “Violation  of  the  99th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he.  Private  Sidney  J.  Smithson,  Company 
‘  A,’  7th  Infantry,  did  aid  and  abet  Private  Edward  Jones,  Com¬ 
pany ‘A,’  7th  Infantry,  in  the  stealing  of  two  (21  Springfield 
breech-loading  rifled  muskets,  the  property  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  which  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th  Infantry,  is  responsi¬ 
ble,  with  intent  to  appropriate  the  same  to  their  i  Private  Jones 
and  Smithson’s)  mutual  profit  and  benefit.  This  at  or  near  Fort 
Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  October  30,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Private  Sidney  J. 
Smithson,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry. 


11. . .The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Sidney  J.  Smithson,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and 
restoration  to  duty. 

111.. . The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  220,  series  of 
1872,  from  these  headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock, 
7th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


OFFICIAL: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  26,  1873. 

General  Orders') 

No.  18.  I 

The  following  letter  of  instructions  is  republished  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  and  guidance  of  all  concerned  in  this  Department : 

War  Department, 

Adjutant  Generates  Office, 

Washington,  February  13,  1873. 
The  Commanding  General,  Department  of  Dakota, 

Thro’  Headquarters  Military  Division  of  the  Missouri, 
Chicago.  111. 

Sir: 

You  are  respectfully  informed  that  the  Secretary  of  War  has  decided 
that  the  custom  which  prevails  in  some  of  the  Military  Geograph¬ 
ical  Departments,  of  allowing  a  leave  of  absence  to  take  effect  from  a 
date  other  than  that  on  which  the  officer  leaves  his  proper  station,  is 
inadmissible  under  the  law  regulating  the  pay  of  officers  while  on  leave 
of  absence. 

Hereafter,  when  an  officer  on  leave  of  absence  remains  away  from 
his  station  longer  than  the  time  specified  in  the  original  leave  and  such 
extensions  as  may  be  granted  by  competent  authority,  he  will  be  re¬ 
ported  to  the  Pay  Department  as  absent  without  leave. 

Department  Commanders  are  requested  to  issue  such  orders  as  will 
insure  correct  reports  on  all  Post  Returns  of  the  dates  of  departure  and 
return  of  all  officers  granted  leave  of  absence,  including,  in  all  cases, 
leaves  granted  by  Post  Commanders. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

(Signed.)  E  D.  Townsend, 

Adjutant  General. 
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The  Department  Commander  calls  the  especial  attention  of  all  Post 
Commanders  to  the  required  reports  on  the  Monthly  Post  Returns. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  G,  1873. 

Gexeral  Orders') 

No.  19.  / 

During  the  last  five  years,  “Indian  scouts,”  enlisted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  of  Congress,  approved  July  28,  18G6,  have  been  em¬ 
ployed  at  many  of  the  military  posts  of  this  Department.  As  a  rule, 
they  have  renounced  entirely  their  former  habits  and  modes  of  life,  and 
in  assuming  the  uniform  of  the  military  service,  they  have  conformed 
to  its  requirements  in  a  manner  worthy  of  all  praise  and  of  the  emula¬ 
tion  of  their  white  comrades.  They  have  performed  the  same  duties 
as  are  imposed  upon  white  soldiers  serving  on  the  frontier,  with  a 
prompt  obedience,  with  a  cheerful  alacrity,  courage,  skill,  and  intel¬ 
ligence  which  have  won  the  highest  applause  from  their  military 
superiors.  The  Department  Commander  desires  that  his  high  appre¬ 
ciation  of  their  services  in  the  past  shall  be  made  known  to  every  scout 
in  the  command,  accompanied  by  the  assurance  that  their  good  conduct 
has  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  those  still  higher  in  military  rank 
and  command,  and  is  duly  appreciated  by  them.  To  this  end  he  directs 
that  each  and  every  post  commander  where  scouts  are  employed,  shall 
cause  this  order  to  be,  under  his  personal  supervision,  so  read  and  in¬ 
terpreted  to  them  that  all  shall  fully  understand  the  degree  of  commen¬ 
dation  intended. 

In  addition  to  the  commendation  hereinbefore  expressed  and  intended 
to  apply  to  all  the  scouts,  the  following  individual  instances  of  good 
conduct  have  attracted  the  Department  Commander’s  attention,  and  are 
by  him  deemed  worthy  of  special  mention,  viz. : 

Extract  from  the  report  of  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley.  2_’(1  Infantry,  commanding  the 
‘•Yellowstone  Expedition,*’  dated  October  2Sth,  lSi‘2: 

“1st  Lieutenant  Eben  Crosby,  17th  Infantry,  left  his  camp  to  hunt,  and  when 
about  one  and  a  half  (ID  miles  from  camp,  was  surrounded  and  murdered  by 
100  mounted  Sioux.  The  day  before  this  murder,  this  same  party  had  disco v  - 
ered  the  five  Santee  scouts  who  had  served  me  during  the  summer,  and  whom  I 
had  sent  to  Fort  Rice  with  dispatches.  The  wild  Sioux  attacked  these  brave 
fellows  at  sunrise,  at  Heart  Butte,  and  kept  up  the  fight  for  nearly  fifty  miles, 
and  during  the  entire  day.  The  Santees  were  well  armed,  had  100  rounds  each, 
and  they  kept  their  assailants  off  and  came  off  themselves  with  the  loss  of  two 
of  their  horses,  and  their  blankets,  clothing,  and  some  accoutrements,  which 
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they  dropped  to  lighten  their  horses.  I  recommend  these  brave  Santees  to  the 
notice  of  the  Commander  of  the  Department.” 

The  names  of  the  scouts  above  referred  to  are,  Chaska,  Hepakakwaji- 
dan,  Kapojan,  Omanisa,  and  Waakakahan. 

Extract  from  report  of  Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden,  17tli  Infantry,  commanding  Fort 
Rice,  D.  T.,  dated  November  11th,  1872 : 

"A  Sioux  Indian  by  the  name  of ‘Goose,’  ***■*• 
carried  the  dispatch,  (to  Colonel  Stanley,  commanding  Yellowstone  Expedition) 
and  brought  back  an  answer  in  eight  days  from  his  departure.  It  is  needless  to 
speak  of  the  extreme  peril  he  encountered,  or  to  say  that  except  through  In¬ 
dians  no  such  rapid  communication  could  have  been  had  with  Colonel  Stanley. 

“  Attention  is  also  asked  to  the  conduct  of  ‘  Cold  Hand,’  also  a  Sioux  scout  at 
this  post.  Some  time  last  summer,  during  my  absence  from  the  post,  a  party 
of  Indians  stole  most  of  the  horses  belonging  to  the  scouts  at  this  post,  and  car¬ 
ried  them  beyond  the  Yellowstone.  Cold  Hand,  accompanied  by  four  Indians 
that  he  induced  to  follow  him,  pursued  and  overtook  these  robbers,  recaptured 
his  horses,  and  brought  them  safely  back, 

“Only  about  ten  days  since.  Cold  Hand,  with  three  other  scouts,  all  Sioux, 
left  here  with  the  mail  for  Grand  River.  On  the  way,  they  were  attacked  by  a 
party  about  thirty  strong.  Cold  Hand  and  his  party  repulsed  these  Indians, 
wounding  one  badly,  and  capturing  two  horses,  which,  together  with  the  mail, 
they  delivered  safely  at  Grand  River. 

“  When  it  is  remembered  that  the  Indians  who  attacked  these  scouts  belong 
to  the  Sioux  tribe,  and  live  at  Grand  River,  when  not  at  war,  and  that  the  duty 
of  the  scouts  requires  them  to  go  to  Grand  River  weekly,  I  think  the  conduct 
of  these  scouts  can  only  be  regarded  as  very  remarkable  for  fidelity  and  courage. 
I  even  think  it  worthy  of  some  notice  from  the  War  Department,  and  I  am 
sure  that  such  notice  would  do  good.” 

The  Department  Commander  takes  great  pleasure  in  recommending 
all  the  above  named  scouts  to  the  notice  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  in  requesting  for  them  the  “  Certificate  of  Merit”  authorized 
by  the  17th  section  of  the  Act  of  Congress,  approved  March  3d,  1847. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry'. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

official  : 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OP  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  10,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  20.  / 

The  following  instructions  will  govern  in  this  Department,  until  fur¬ 
ther  orders,  viz. : 

When  escorts  or  public  teams  leave  a  post,  orders  in  duplicate  will  be 
given  by  the  Post  Quartermaster  to  the  officer  or  person  in  charge,  for 
crossing  all  bridges,  ferries,  and  toll  roads,  and  for  such  amounts  of  fuel 
and  forage  as  may  be  necessary  and  cannot  be  taken  from  the  post. 
Orders  in  duplicate  will  also  be  given  for  sheltering  men  and  stabling 
animals  in  extreme  cold  weather,  when  necessary.  These  orders  will 
be  receipted  by  the  person  in  charge  of  the  detachment,  the  original  to 
be  given  the  party  furnishing  the  supplies  or  services,  the  duplicate  to 
be  returned  to  the  issuing  officer,  who  will  account  for  the  supplies  and 
report  the  services,  for  which  a  regular  voucher  will  be  issued,  and  on 
payment,  the  original  order  will  be  taken  up  and  attached  to  the 
voucher. 

Blank  forms  of  orders  for  the  purposes  above  indicated,  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  Chief  Quartermaster  of  the  Department,  as  follows,  viz. : 

(original.) 

Office . . . Quartermaster, 

. 187 


Please  pass  over  your . , . 

with  the  following  means  of  transportation,  on  public  business : 

. Two-mule  teams. 

. ...Four-mule  teams. 
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.Six-mule  teams. 
.Horsemen. 


And  send  bill  to  this  office  for  settlement. 


Quartermaster,  U.S.  A. 


I  certify  on  honor,  that  I  have  this  day  crossed  the. 
with  means  of  transportation,  as  stated  above. 


(original.) 

Office . Quartermaster, 

. 187... 


M, 


Please  furnish . with  lodging 

for . men,  and  stabling  for . 


public  animals  under  his  charge,  and  send  bill  to  this  office. 


Received  lodging  for. 


.animals,  for. 


.men,  and  stabling  for 
. nights,  at  agreed 
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rates,  as  follows :  Lodging,  per  man,  per  night,  $. 
stabling,  per  animal,  per  day  and  night,  $ . 


(original  ) 


Office . Quartermaster,  U.  S.  A. 

. 187... 


M. 


Please  furnish . with  the 

following  amounts  of  fuel  and  forage,  and  send  bill  to  this  office,  stating 
agreed  price. 

. cords . feet . inches  wood,  @  $ . per  cord. 

. pounds  oats,  @  . per  lb. 

. pounds  corn,  @  .  “ 

. pounds  barley,  @  “ 

. pounds  hay,  @  .  “ 


Quartermaster,  U.  S.  A. 


. 187... 

Received  the  articles  specified  above,  at  agreed  prices,  as  stated. 
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(Memoranda. — Duplicates  of  each  of  the  above  similar  in  form,  ex¬ 
cept  that  they  are  to  be  marked  “  duplicate.”) 


official: 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

0.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

Captain  6th  Infantry. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Sergeant  Daniel  Scully,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

3.  Sergeant  Albert  Watson,  Company  “F,”  7th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Robert  Mullen,  Company  “F,”  7th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  George  B.  Smith,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 

6.  Private  George  0.  Hodges,  Company  “G,”7th  Infantry. 

7.  Private  John  Devine,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

8.  Private  James  Lynch.  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

9.  Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  17,  1873. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  21.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  231,  series  of 
1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  whicl}  Captain  C.  C.  Rawn, 
7 th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : 

1st.  Sergeant  Daniel  Scully,  Company  “C,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  :  that  he,  Sergeant  Daniel  Scully,  of  Company  ‘  C,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  fortify  his  tent,  or  cause  the  same  to  be  fortified 
or  barricaded  in  such  a  manner  as  to  create  unnecessary  alarm 
and  apprehension  in  the  minds  of  privates  of  his  company  and 
others,  while  executing  their  duty  as  soldiers.  This  on  or 


about  the  21st  of  August,  in  the  vicinity  of  hostile  Indians,  neat' 
the  Yellowstone  river,  M.  T.,  and  while  attached  to  the  com¬ 
mand  known  as  the  ‘  Yellowstone  Expedition.’  ” 

Specification  II. — “In  :  that  he,  Sergeant  Daniel  Scully,  of  Company  ‘C,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  repeatedly,  in  the  presence  of  privates  of  his 
company  and  others,  make  use  of  language  calculated  to  excite 
their  fear  and  apprehension  in  a  manner  detrimental  to  the 
proper  discharge  of  their  duties  as  soldiers.  This  while  in  the 
neighborhood  of  hostile  Indians  near  the  Yellowstone  river,  be¬ 
tween  the  14th  day  of  August  and  the  1st  day  of  September, 
1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Sergeant  Daniel  Scully, 
Company  “C,”  7th  Infantry,  “To  be  reduced  to  the  rank  of  a  private 
soldier.” 

2d.  Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  ‘ B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  take  and  carry  away,  with  intent  to  appro¬ 
priate  to  his  own  use,  a  chicken  which  had  just  been  killed  for 
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the  use  of  the  post  hospital,  and  which  was  lying  near  the  door 
of  the  hospital  kitchen.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the 
24th  day  of  October,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Com¬ 
pany  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  ten  dollarsper  month  from  his  month¬ 
ly  pay  for  four  months,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the 
guard,  for  the  same  period 

3d.  Sergeant  Albert  Watson,  Company  “F,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Sergeant  Albert  Watson,  Company  ‘  F,’ 
7th  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  as  sergeant  of  the 
post  guard,  was  found  so  much  under  the  influence  of  liquor  as 
to  be  unable  to  properly  perform  his  duties.  This  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  21st  day  of  October,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 
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Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him”  Sergeant  Albert  Watson, 
Company  “F,”  7tli  Infantry. 


4th.  Private  Robert  Mullen,  Company  “F,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Robert  Mullen,  a  private  of  Company 
‘  F,’  7th  Infantry,  having  been  placed  on  duty  as  a  sentinel  over 
a  party  of  prisoners,  with  orders  to  proceed  with  said  prisoners 
to  the  corral  and  procure  a  cart,  and  then  to  proceed  to  the  land¬ 
ing,  and  employ  said  prisoners  in  hauling  stone  from  the  landing 
to  the  new  building,  did  neglect  to  comply  with  said  orders,  but 
did  take  his  party  of  prisoners  in  another  direction.  This  at 
Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  of  October,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “  Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mil¬ 
itary  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Robert  Mullen,  a  private  of  Company 
‘  F,’  7th  Infantry,  having  been  placed  on  duty  as  a  sentinel  over 
a  party  of  prisoners,  did  suffer  two  of  said  prisoners,  viz. :  Pri¬ 
vates  John  Byrnes,  Company  ‘  K,’  and  William  Sheckell,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘C,’7th  Infantry,  to  escape.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T., 
on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  October,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  actpiit  him,”  Private  Robert  Mullen, 
Company  “  F,”  7th  Infantry. 

oth.  Private  George  B.  Smith,  Company  “H,”  7tli  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  George  B.  Smith,  Company  1 II,’ 
7tli  Infantry,  was  drunk  at  ‘stable  call’  of  his  company,  on  the 
evening  of  the  20th  of  October,  1872.  This  at  Camp  Baker, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  October,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Private  George  B.  Smith, 
Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry. 


6th.  Private  George  0.  Hodges,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  George  0.  Hodges,  Company 
*  G,’  7th  Infantry,  being  on  duty  as  a  sentinel  over  a  party  of 
prisoners,  did  suffer  two  of  said  prisoners,  viz.:  Private  James 
.  W.  Mason,  Company  ‘  F,’  and  Private  John  Thompson,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  B,’  7th  Infantry,  to  escape.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T., 
on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  October,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  Private  George  0. 

Hodges,  Company  “  G,”  7th  Infantry. 

7th.  Private  John  Devine,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  John  Devine,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  having  been  ordered  repeatedly  by  Sergeant  Robert  A. 
Miller,  Company  ‘  B,’  7tli  Infantry,  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty, 
to  come  out  of  a  corner  in  the  company  quarters,  (where  he  had 
been  permitted  to  come  as  a  prisoner  to  get  his  blanket),  did 
neglect  to  obey  the  order,  and  did  further,  when  the  said  Ser¬ 
geant  Robert  A.  Miller  attempted  to  draw  him  from  the  place, 
resist  by  seizing  the  said  Sergeant  Robert  A.  Miller  by  the 
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throat.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  the  25th  day  of  October, 
1872.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Devine, 
Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard, 
for  the  period  of  one  month.” 


8th.  Private  James  Lynch,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  James  Lynch,  Company  ‘B,’  7th 
Infantry,  having  been  corrected  by  his  superior  officer,  1st  Lieu¬ 
tenant  James  H.  Bradley,  7tli  Infantry,  being  in  the  execution 
of  his  office,  for  a  fault  committed  by  him  at  drill,  began  to  make 
a  reply  to  the  said  1st  Lieutenant  James  H.  Bradley,  and  did 
persist  in  replying  after  having  been  repeatedly  ordered  by  the 
said  1st  Lieutenant  James  H.  Bradley,  to  be  silent.  This  at 
Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  5th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “  Drunkenness  on  duty.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  James  lynch,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  appear  at  drill  in  such  a  state  of  intoxication  as  to 
be  unable  to  drill  properly.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  5th  day  of  November,  1872.” 


Charge  III. — “  Absence  without  leave,  in  violation  of  the  21st  Ar¬ 
ticle  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  James  Lynch,  Company  ‘B,’  7th 
Infantry,  did,  without  proper  authority,  absent  himself  from  his 
company  and  post,  from  about  5:30  p.  m.,  on  the  5th  of  No¬ 
vember,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  till  about  8  a.  m.,  on  the 
6th  of  November,  1872.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  III. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty,”  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto. 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  ' 
Of  the  Charge, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Lynch, 
Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  dollars 
of  his  monthly  'pay.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient  for  the  reason  that  the  ac¬ 
cused  absented  himself  from  an  arbitrary  and  degrading  punishment .” 

9th.  Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  ‘  B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  charge  of  the  guard,  awaiting 
sentence,  did  desert  the  service  of  the  United  States,  by  escaping 
from  confinement  on  the  16th  day  of  November,  1872,  and  did 
remain  absent  till  apprehended  at  ‘  28  mile  Banche,’  on  the 
morning  of  the  18th  of  November,  1872.  All  this  at  or  near 
Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Arthur  Stevens, 
Company  “  B,”  7  th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  except  the  just  dues  of  the 
laundress,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post 
where  his  company  may  be  serving,  until  January  1st,  1875,  and  then  to  be 
dishonorably  discharged  from  the  United  States  military  service.” 

II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Sergeant  Daniel  Scully,  Company  “C,”  and  James  Lynch,  Company 
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“B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  exe¬ 
cuted.  They  will  be  released  from  arrest  or  confinement  and  restored 
to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittals  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Sergeant  Albert  Watson  and  Private  Robert  Mullen,  Company  “  F,” 
Privates  George  B.  Smith,  Company  “  H,”  and  George  0.  Hodges,  Com¬ 
pany  “  G,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders  have  already  been  issued 
for  their  release  from  confinement  and  restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Arthur  Stevens,  (twice  tried),  and  John  Devine,  Company  “  B,” 
7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  their  respective  sentences  will  be  duly 
executed. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advoeate,  U.  S.  A. 


o.  c.  m. 


Private  (late  Corporal)  John  Williams,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  18,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  22.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 

D.  T-i  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  223,  series  of  1872,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry,  is 

President,  was  arraigned  and  tried : 

Private  (late  Corporal)  John  Williams,  Company  F,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this  :  that  he.  Private  (late  Corporal)  John  Williams 
Company  1 F,’  22d  Infantry,  did  leave  his  squad-room  and 
maliciously  and  willfully  enter  the  squad-room  of  Corporal 
William  Durfee,  Company  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  and  then  and  there, 
with  malice  aforethought,  create  a  disturbance  by  knocking  down 
and  kicking  the  said  Corporal  Durfee  for  the  faithful  discharge 
of  his  duty,  in  arresting  and  confining  Musician  James  Rand, 
Company ‘F,’ 22d  Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  afternoon  and  evening  of  November  29,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  :  that  he,  the  said  Private  (late  Corporal)  John 
Williams,  Company  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  having  been  arrested  by 
1st  Sergeant  William  Schott,  Company  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  by 
order  of  Captain  A.  H.  Goodloe,  22d  Infantry,  did  strike  the 
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said  1st  Sergeant  Schott,  while  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  and 
did  say  to  him,  ‘  neither  you  nor  the  Captain  can  arrest  me,’  and 
did  run  away  and  remain  absent  till  arrested  on  the  evening  of 
November  30,  1872.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
afternoon  and  evening  of  November  29,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “  In  :  that  he,  the  said  Private  (late  Corporal)  John 
Williams,  Company  ‘F,’22d  Infantry,  did,  with  malice  afore¬ 
thought,  without  cause  or  provocation,  enter  the  squad-room  of 
Corporal  William  Durfee,  Company  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  and  then 
and  there,  jerk  down,  stamp  in  the  face,  and  otherwise  bodily 
bruise  the  said  Corporal  Durfee,  to  the  injury  and  jeopardy  of 
his,  the  said  Durfee’s  life.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  afternoon  and  evening  of  November  29,  1872.” 

Specification  IV. — “  In  :  that  he,  the  said  Private  (late  Corporal)  John 
Williams,  Company  4  F,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  with  malice  afore¬ 
thought,  without  cause  or  provocation,  enter  the  squad-room  of 
Corporal  William  Durfee,  Company  !  F,’  22d  Infantry,  and  then 
and  there  kick  in,  cut  and  horribly  mangle  the  face  of  the  said 
Corporal  Durfee,  with  the  heel  of  his,  the  said  Williams’  boot 
or  shoe.  All  this  at  Eort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  afternoon 
and  evening  of  November  29,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘leave  his  squad- 
room  and  maliciously  and  willfully,’  1  with  malice  aforethought,’  *  for 
the  faithful  discharge  of  his  duty  in  arresting  and  confining  Musician 


James  Rand,  Company  ‘F,’  22d  Infantry,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not 
Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘with  malice 
aforethought,’  ‘jerk  down,  stamp  in  the  face,’  ‘otherwise,’  ‘to  the  injury 
and  jeopardy  of  his,  the  said  Durfee’s  life,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not 
Guilty.” 

Of  the  4th  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  with  malice 
aforethought,’  ‘  kick  in,’  and  ‘  horribly  mangle,’  ‘  with  the  heel  of  his,  the 
said  Williams’  boot  or  shoe,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  (late  Corporal) 
John  Williams,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry,  To  forfeit  to  the  United 
States  twelve  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  six  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period,  wearing 
a  ball  and  chain  weighing  twenty  pounds,  attached  to  his  left  leg.” 


II.. .The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  (late  Corporal)  John  Williams,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry, 
are  approved,  and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


* 


. 


a.  o.  m. 


Sergeant  James  F.  Reardon,  Company  “  D,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  19,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  23.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No-  220, 
series  of  1872,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  W.  P.  C'arltn,  17th 
Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : 

Sergeant  James  F.  Reardon,  Company  “D,”  17  th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Disrespect  towards  his  Commanding  Officer,  in  violation 
of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  James  F.  Reardon,  Sergeant,  Com¬ 
pany  *  D,’  17th  Infantry,  being  at  the  time  in  charge  of  the  com¬ 
pany  kitchen,  when  being  told  by  his  Company  Commander, 
Captain  Charles  E.  Clarke,  17tli  Infantry,  that  he  wanted  Pri¬ 
vate  William  Simms,  one  of  the  company  cooks,  to  go  and  re¬ 
pair  a  certain  lot  of  cordage,  did  reply  in  an  insubordinate,  in¬ 
solent,  and  disrespectful  manner,  as  follows :  ‘  He  can’t  be  spared, 

sir,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Camp  Hancock,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  9th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Sergeant  James  F.  Reardon,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  D,’  17th  Infantry,  when  asked  by  his  Company  Com¬ 
mander,  Captain  Charles  E.  Clarke,  17th  Infantry,  if  he  had  not 
been  ordered  the  day  previous  to  have  the  dinner  served  not 
before  noon,  did  reply  in  an  insubordinate,  insolent  and  disre- 
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spectful  manner,  as  follows:  ‘I  had,  and  I  try  to  obey  my 
orders,  but  you  won’t  let  me,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at 
Camp  Hancock,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  tenth  day  of  November, 
1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this  :  that  be,  Sergeant  James  F.  Reardon,  Company 
‘  D,’  17th  Infantry,  being  in  charge  of  bis  company  kitchen  and 
diningroom,  and  having  been  ordered  in  direct  terms  by  his  Com¬ 
pany  Commander,  Captain  Charles  E.  Clarke,  17th  Infantry,  to 
keep  the  dining  room  closed,  and  not  have  the  company  dinner 
served  before  the  call  at  12  o’clock,  noon,  did  willfully  disobey  and 
violate  said  order  by  allowing  the  dining  room  door  to  be  opened 
and  the  dinner  served  before  the  hour  specified  by  aforesaid 
order,  and  before  the  dinner  call  had  been  sounded.  This  at 
Camp  Hancock,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  November, 
1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Sergeant  James  F. 
Reardon ,  Company  “  D,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  be  reduced  to  the  ranks,  and 
to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month, 
for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months .” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Sergeant  James  F.  Reardon,  Company  “D,”  17th  Infantry,  are  ap¬ 
proved,  and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released 
from  arrest  and  restored  to  duty  as  a  private. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry-. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

official  : 


Major  and  Judge  Adx'ocate,  U.  S.  A. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  20,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  24.  / 

Upon  the  receipt  of  this  order,  each  post  commander  in  this  Depart¬ 
ment  will  immediately  make  a  thorough  inspection  of  all  the  public 
means  of  transportation  at  his  post,  and  thereupon  cause  to  be  prepared 
and  submitted,  with  the  least  practicable  delay,  to  the  Department 
Commander,  full  detailed  estimates  for  the  material  (not  on  hand)  re¬ 
quired  to  put  them  all  in  complete  readiness  for  active  service. 

At  every  post  where  there  is  material  on  hand,  and  the  requisite  ci¬ 
vilian  mechanics  are  employed,  or  enlisted  mechanics  can  be  obtained 
from  the  command,  the  necessary  repairs  will  be  immediately  com¬ 
menced,  and  carried  on  as  far  as  the  means  at  disposal  will  permit. 

A  special  report  of  the  inspection  at  each  post  will  be  made  to  De¬ 
partment  headquarters,  giving  as  nearly  as  possible  the  amount  of  re¬ 
pairs  required,  the  amount  of  material  on  hand,  the  number  of  availa¬ 
ble  mechanics,  and  any  other  information  which  may  suggest  itself  as 
of  value  to  be  known  to  the  Department  Commander  in  furtherance  of 
the  object  of  this  order. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


:  '-'Mm 


'  i " 

■ 


-  .  . 

. 


Gr.  O.  M. 


1.  Private  Ernest  0.  Hartman,  Company  “  D,”  22d  Infantry. 

2.  Private  James  Marlin,  Company  “  D,”  22d  Infantry. 

3.  Private  John  P.  Gorman,  Company  “  B,”  22d  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Joseph  Williams,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  March  22,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  25.  J 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  220,  series  of 

1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel 

E.  S.  Otis,  22d  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : 

1st.  Private  Ernest  0.  Hartman,  Company  “  D,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Ernest  0.  Hartman,  Company 
‘ D,’ 22d  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  army  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  same  on  or  about  July  23d,  1869. 
This  at  or  near  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.” 

Charge  II. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Ernest  0.  Hartman,  Company 
*  D,’  22d  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal  and  carry  away,  for 
his  own  use  and  benefit,  one  (1)  Springfield  breech-loading  rifled 
musket,  calibre  .50,  complete,  one  (1)  cartridge  box,  wool  lined, 


2 


one  (1)  cartridge  box  plate,  one  (1)  waist  belt,  private’s,  one 
(1)  bayonet  scabbard,  Hoffman’s  attachment,  one  (1)  gun-sling, 
one  (1)  tompion,  one  (1)  screw-driver,  twenty-five  (25)  centre- 
primed  metallic  cartridges,  calibre  .50,  to  the  money  value  of 
$54.65,  the  property  of  the  I’nited  States,  and  for  which  Captain 
Charles  A.  Webb,  22d  Infantry,  was  responsible.  All  this  at  or 
near  Fort  Randall,  I).  T.,  on  or  about  July  23d,  1869.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  IT. 

To  the  Sjxcification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Ernest  G. 
Hartman,  Company  “  D,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  make  good,  the  time  lost  by 
desertion,  to  reimburse  to  the  Vnitcd  States  the  sum  of  $54.65, for  ordnance, 
also  the  expenses  attending  his  transportation  from  Saint  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Fort 
Randall,  1).  T.,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of  the 
guard,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of  six 
months,  with  forfeiture  of  ten  dollars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  pay  for  the 
same  period" 


3 


2d.  Private  James  Martin,  Company  “  D,”  22d  Infantry. 

Chargk. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

S/rcification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  Martin,  Company 
‘  D,’ 22d  Infantry,  did  behave  himself  in  a  disorderly  manner 
in  the  quarters  of  Company  ‘  D,’  22d  Infantry,  and  did,  without 
just  cause  or  provocation,  strike  Private  John  F.  Patterson  in 
the  face,  and  otherwise  abuse  the  said  Private  John  F.  Patterson. 
This  at  Fort  Randall,  I).  T.,  on  or  about  November  23d,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  Martin,  Company 
‘  D,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  when  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant  August 
Seibrecht,  Company  ‘  D,’  22d  Infantry,  to  go  to  the  guard-house, 
refuse  to  do  so,  and  when  force  was  used  by  the  said  1st  Sergeant 
August  Seibrecht,  he  being  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  to  take 
him,  Private  James  Martin,  Company  ‘  D,’  22d  Infantry,  to  the 
guard-house,  did  strike  him,  1st  Sergeant  August  Seibrecht,  in 
the  face,  and  made  use  of  the  following  abusive  language,  to-wit : 

‘  You  black  Jivered  son-of-a-b - .’  ‘  Let  me  get  at  the  damned 

- .’  ‘  I  am  a  white  man,  and  don’t  want  that  son-of-a-b - 

to  touch  me.’  ‘I’ll  get  even  with  that  son-of-a-b -  before 

long,’  meaning  1st  Sergeant  August  Seibrdcht,  Company  ‘  I),’  22d 
Infantry.  AH  this  at  Fort  Randall,  I).  T.,  ou  or  about  Novem¬ 
ber  23d,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Chargk,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of.  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘  did  strike  him, 


4 


1st  Sergeant  August  Seibrecht,  in  the  face,’  and  of  the  excepted  words, 
Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Martin, 
Company  “  D,”  2‘2d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  under  charge  of  the  guard,  at 
the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of  three  months, 
with  the  loss  of  all  pay,  and  to  be  placed  in  solitary  confinement,  and  allowed 
only  bread  and  water  for  diet  for  ten  days  of  each  of  the  above  enumerated 
months,  and  for  the  remaining  days  to  be  kept  at  hard  labor." 

3d.  Private  John  P.  Gorman,  Company  “  B,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  John  P.  Gorman,  Company 
‘B,’ 22d  Infantry,  did  conduct  himself  in  a  boisterous  and  dis¬ 
orderly  manner,  in  his  company  quarters,  and  say  to  Private 
James  Kein,  Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  and  other  enlisted  men 

therein  quartered,  ‘  you  are  a  starving  lot  of  sons-of-b - ,  the 

man  that  insults  me,  I  will  cut  his  heart  out,’  or  words  to  that 
effect.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th  day 
of  November,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he,  the  said  Private  John  P.  Gorman, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  challenge  Private  James  Kein, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  to  go  with  him  outside  the  company 
quarters,  for  the  purpose  of  engaging  in  a  fight,  and  upon  being 
refused  did  follow  the  said  Private  Kein  to  the  company  sink, 
or  its  immediate  vicinity,  and  did  there  offer  him  violence, 
which  was  successfully  resisted,  at  the  same  time  saying  to  him, 

the  said  Private  Kein,  ‘  you  are  a  son-of-a-b - ,’  or  words  to 

that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th 
day  of  November,  1872.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this  :  that  he,  the  said  Private  John  P.  Gorman, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  in  the  company  quarters  of  his 
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company,  use  threatening  language  toward  Sergeant  James 
O’Brien,  and  Private  James  Kein,  Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry, 
saying,  *  I  will  kill  you  before  twelve  o’clock  to-night,’  or  words 
to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
29th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Specification  IV. — “In  this:  that  he,  the  said  Private  John  P.  Gorman, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  in  the  company  quarters  of  *  B  ’ 
Company,  22d  Infantry,  take  a  musket  from  the  arm  rack  and 
load  the  same  with*  ball  cartridge,  with  intent  to  do  bodily 
harm  to  Sergeant  James  O’Brien  and  Private  Janies  Kein,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  and  when  arrested  by  Corporal  John  H. 
Harris,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  say:  ‘Let  me  go,  I  want 
to  shoot  Kein,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘you  are  a 
starving  lot  of  sons-of-b - ,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  4th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

JDf  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  P.  Gorman, 
Company  “  B,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge 
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of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  he  serving,  for  the  period  of 
three  (3)  months,  with  loss  of  all  pay  for  the  same  period.” 

4tli.  Private  Joseph  Williams,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification.- — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Joseph  Williams,  Company 
‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  an  enlisted  soldier  in  theservice  of  the  United 
States,  private  of  Company  ‘  K,’  22(4  LI.  S.  Infantry,  did  desert 
the  said  service  from  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  10th 
day  of  December,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  from  said  service 
until  delivered  up  as  a  prisoner  at  Fort  llandall,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  Pith  day  of  December,  1872.  A  reward  of  thirty 
dollars  ($30 1  paid  for  his  apprehension.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

Of  the  Speeifieation,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.’’ 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  Bentence  him,  Private  Joseph  Williams, 
Company  “  K,”  22d  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under 
charge  of  the  guard ,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the 
period  of  two  i2j  years,  ami  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  for  the 
same  period.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases 
of  Privates  Ernest  it.  Hartman,  Company  “  I>,”  and  Joseph  Williams, 
Company  “  K,"  22d  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  he 

duly  executed. 
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In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  JiiiiMv  Marlin,  Company  “  D,”  22d 
Infantry,  the  evidence  leaves  upon  the  mind  of  the  reviewing  authority 
a  strong  impression  that  1st  Sergeant  Seibrecht’s  tyrannical  and  abusive 
conduct  toward  the  accused  was  the  real  cause  of  the  affray  upon  which 
the  foregoing  charges  were  fdlmded.  The  findings  upon  the  2d  speci¬ 
fication  and  upon  the  yliarge  are  therefore  disapproved.  The  finding 
upon  the  1st  specification  is  approved.  The  proceedings  and  sentence 
are  disapproved.  Private  Martin  will  be  released  from  confinement 
and  restored  to  duty. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  John  P.  Gorman,  Company  “  B,”  22d 
Infantry,  the  offense  of  the  accused,  as  disclosed  by  the  evidence,  seems 
to  have  been  that  he  was  drunk  and  disorderly,  and  while  drunk  used 
threatening  language.  While,  therefore,  the  proceedings,  findings,  and 
sentence  are  approved,  the  sentence  is  mitigated  to  confinement  in  the 
guard-house  at  Fort  Bandall,  for  the  period  of  one  month.  As  thus 
modified  it  will  be  carried  into  effect, 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Iiandall, 
I>.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  An.  220,  series  of  1S72, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis, 
22d  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereHV  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

OFFICIAL : 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Sergeant  Thomas  Sullivan,  Company  “  B,”  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Samuel  B-  Lumsden,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  24,  1873. 

General  Orders) 

No.  26.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  5,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden, 
17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Sergeant  Thomas  Sullivan,  Company  ‘‘  B,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mil-  • 
itary  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  Sergeant  Thomas  Sullivan,  Company 
‘  B,’  17th  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  as  Sergeant 
of  the  camp  guard,  did  fail  to  regularly  relieve  the  sentinels 
posted  as  pickets  about  the  camp  of  Company  ‘  B,’  17th  Infantry, 

(  the  said  company  being  then  on  duty  as  escort  to  a  party  of  sur¬ 
veyors  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad.)  This  at  the  camp  of 
Company  ‘  B,’  17th  Infantry,  on  the  north  fork  of  Hart  river, 

D.  T.,  and  on  or  about  the  19th  day  of  October,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this  :  that  Sergeant  Thomas  Sullivan,  Company 
‘  B,’  17th  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  as  Sergeant  of 
the  camp  guard  of  Company  ‘  B,’  17th  Infantry,  (the  said  com¬ 
pany  being  on  duty  as  escort  to  a  party  of  surveyors  of  the 
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Northern  Pacific  Railroad ),  did,  during  his  tour  of  duty,  neglect 
to  visit  the  sentinels  posted  as  pickets  about  the  camp  of  said 
company,  and  did  fail  to  properly  instruct  them  as  to  their  du¬ 
ties  as  sentinels.  This  at  the  camp  of  Company  ‘B,’  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  on  the  north  fork  of  the  Hart  river,  D.  T.,  and  on  or 
about  October  19,  1872.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  Sergeant  Thomas  Sullivan,  Company 
‘  B,’  17th  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  as  Sergeant 
of  the  camp  guard  as  aforesaid,  and  having  been  instructed  by 
1st  Lieutenant  L.  M.  O’Brien,  17th  Infantry,  then  in  command 
of  Company  ‘B,’  17th  Infantry,  (on  duty  as  escort  as  aforesaid), 
as  to  the  proper  signal  to  be  given  by  the  sentinels  on  picket 
about  the  camp  of  said  company,  in  case  the  presence  of  Indians 
should  be  observed  by  them,  did  fail  to  instruct  the  said  sentinels 
relative  to  said  signal.  This  at  the  camp  of  Company  ‘B,’  17th 
Infantry,  on  the  north  fork  of  the  Hart  river,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  19th  day  of  October.  1872.” 


To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  1st'  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Sergeant  Thomas  Sullivan, 
Company  “  B,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  be  reduced  to  the  ranks." 


2d.  Private  Samuel  B.  Lumsden,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 


Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Samuel  B.  Lumsden,  Company  ‘  F,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did,  when  ordered  by  Sergeant  William  Braune- 
man,  acting  1st  Sergeant  Company  ‘F,’  17th  Infantry,  to  fall 
into  the  ranks  and  join  his  company,  then  doing  escort  duty  with 
the  Engineer  Train  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad,  commit 
an  assault  on  Sergeant  Brauneman,  by  seizing  him  On  the  cheek 
with  his  teeth,  and  otherwise  abusing  him.  This  at  Fort  McKeen, 
I).  T.,  on  or  about  September  9th,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Samuel  B 
lAimsden,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
ten  (10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  six  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor,  in  the  guard-house,  for  the  same  period.” 


11. . .The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Sergeant  Thomas  Sullivan,  Company  “B,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  arrest 
and  restored  to  duty  as  a  private. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Samuel  B.  Lumsden,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T., 
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by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  5,  current  series,  from 
these  headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden,  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


G.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  (late  Sergeant)  Nathan  M.  Barnes,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Inf’y. 

2.  Private  Henry  Adams,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  John  Mutcahy,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  James  Anderson,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  Hugh  Fitzsimmons,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Infantry. 

6.  Private  James  Adams,  Company  “  K.”  7th  Infantry. 

7.  Private  Patrick  Fallon,  Company  “E,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  25,  1873. 

General  Orders) 

No.  27.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  231,  series  of 
1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  .7.  M.  J.  Sanno, 
7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  (late  Sergeant)  Nathan  M.  Barnes,  Company  “C,”  7th 
Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  (late  Sergeant)  Nathan  M.  Barnes, 
Company  ‘C,’  7th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  in  the 
United  States  service,  did  desert  said  service.  This  at  Fort 
Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this  :  that  Private  ( late  Sergeant)  Nathan  M.  Barnes, 


2 


Company  ‘C,’  7th  Infantry,  did  steal  and  feloniously  carry 
away,  or  otherwise  dispose  of,  one  breech-loading  musket,  calibre 
.50,  model  1868,  the  property  of  the  United  States.  This  at 
Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  (late  Sergeant) 
Nathan  M.  Barnes.  Company  “C,”  7  th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United 
States  all  pay  and  allowances  now  doe,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  except 
the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged,  from  the  military 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge 
of  the  guard,  until  January  1st,  1875.” 


2d.  Private  Henry  Adams,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Henry  Adams,  Company  ‘  B,’ 
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7th  Infantry,  while  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  did  become 
drunk.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  11th  day  of  No¬ 
vember,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline,” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Henry  Adams,  Company 
1  B,’ 7th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  Sergeant  Robert  A. 
Miller,  of  the  same  company,  in  the  performance  of  his  duty,  to 
leave  the  company  mess-room,  did  fail  to  obey  the  said  order. 
This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  11th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Henry  Adams,  Company 
‘  B,’  7th  Infantry,  did  offer  violence  against,  and  did  strike  with 
his  list,  Sergeant  Robert  A.  Miller  of  the  company,  while  he, 
the  said  Sergeant  Miller,  was  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty.  This 
at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  11th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not*Gniltv.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


4 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Henry  Adam*, 
Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  per  month,  for  the  period  of  four  months,  and  to  he  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 

3d.  Private  John  Mulcahy,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge.—"  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Mulcahy,  Company 
‘  I,’  7th  Infantry,  did  become  under  the  influence  of  liquor,  and 
did  act  in  a  disorderly,  noisy,  and  boisterous  manner  in  the 
quarters  of  Company  ‘  I,’  7th  Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Mulcahy,  Company 
‘  I,’  7th  Infantry,  when  ordered  by  Corporal  Edwin  R.  Short, 
Company  ‘  I,’  7th  Infantry,  to  leave  the  squad-room,  (he  being 
in  the  charge  of  said  room,  and  in  the  execution  of  his  duty), 
replied  in  the  words  following,  to-wit :  *  I  wont  go  for  no  son-of- 

a-b - like  you.’  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 

24th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Mulcahy,  Company 
‘  I,’ 7th  Infantry,  when  taken  to  the  guard-house  by  Corporal 
Edwin  R.  Short,  Company  ‘  I,’  7 th  Infantry,  (he  being  in  the 
execution  of  his  duty),  did  resist  him  by  striking  at  him  with 
his  fist,  and  did  use  the  following  language  in  words  or  figures; 

to-wit :  ‘  I  can  lick  you,  you  son-of-a-b - .’  This  at  Fort  Shaw, 

M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


5 


To  the  let  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  '  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  "'Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

,  And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Mulcahy, 
Company  “  I,”  7  th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars  per 
month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  six  months.” 


4th.  Private  James  Anderson,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  Anderson,  Company 
1 1,’  7th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  said  service  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T., 
on  or  about  November  5th,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  there¬ 
from  until  apprehended  at  or  near  Wolf  Creek,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  November  8th,  1872.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  5th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specifikation,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 
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Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Anderson, 
Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  the  United  States  military  service,  and  then  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor  until  July  1st,  1875,  in  such  military  prison  as  the  Department 
Commander  may  designate 

5th.  Private  Hugh  Fitzsimmons,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Violation  of  the  23d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  Private  Hugh  Fitzsimmons,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
7th  Infantry,  (a  prisoner  undergoing  sentence  by  General  Couft 
Martial),  did  advise  and  persuade  one  James  Adams,  a  private 
of  Company  ‘  K,’  7th  Infantry,  while  a  sentinel  and  placed  in 
charge  of  said  Fitzsimmons,  to  desert  the  United  States  service. 
This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of  Decem¬ 
ber,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  Private  Hugh  Fitzsimmons,  Company  *  C,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  aid,  abet  and  assist  one  James  Adams,  ‘K’ 
Company,  7th  Infantry,  in  carrying  away  and  appropriating  to 
his  (Adams')  own  use,  certain  articles  of  ordnance  stores,  the 
property  of  the  United  States,  to-wit:  One  (1)  Springfield 
breech-loading  musket,  calibre  .50,  model  1868,  and  twenty  (20) 
centre-primed  metallic  cartridges,  calibre  .50.  This  at  Fort 
Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  aid,  abet,  and  as¬ 
sist  one  James  Adams,  ‘  K  ’  Company,  7th  Infantry,  in  carrying  away 
and  appropriating  to  his  (Adams’,’)  and  substituting  therefor  the  words, 
‘take,  steal,  carry  away,  and  appropriate  to  his,’  also  excepting  the 
words  and  figures,  ‘twenty  (20)  centre-primed  metallic  cartridges, 
calibre  .50.’  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Hugh  Fitzsimmons, 
Company  “C,”  7  th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  the  United  States  military  sendee,  and  then  to  be  confined  in 
such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate ,  until  January 
1st,  1878.” 

6th.  Private  James  Adams,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  James  Adams,  Company  ‘  K,’  7th 
Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  from  said  service  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  13th  day  of  December,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent 
therefrom  until  apprehended  at  about  five  (5)  miles  from  Fort 


Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  the  14th  day  of  December,  1872.  This  at  or 
near  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  the  dates  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Quitting  his  guard,  in  violation  of  the  50th  Article  of 
War.” 


Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  James  .1  dams,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the  guard 
at  the  post  of  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  and  having  in  his  charge  three 
(3)  prisoners  undergoing  sentence  of  General  Court  Martial,  did 
without  necessity,  or  the  leave  of  his  superior  officers,  quit  his 
guard,  and  take  with  him  two  (2)  of  the  aforesaid  prisoners,  or 
permit  the  said  prisoners  to  escape  from  confinement.  This  at 
Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  the  13th  day  of  December  1872.” 

Charge  III. — “  Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  Private  James  Adams,  Company  ‘  K,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  take,  steal  and  carry  away,  and  appropriate  to  his 
own  use,  the  following  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  Captain  J.  M.  J.  Sanno, 
7th  Infantry,  is  responsible,  to-wit:  One  (1)  Springfield  breech¬ 
loading  rifled  musket  complete,  model  1868,  calibre  .50,  and  twenty 
(20)  rounds  of  centre-primed  metallic  cartridges,  calibre  .50. 
This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of  Decem¬ 
ber,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Change  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


A  nd  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Adams, 
Company  “  K,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United,  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  the  United  States  military  service,  and  then  to  be  confined  in 
such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  until  July 
1  st,  1877.” 


7th.  Private  Patrick  FaUon,  Company  “  E,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Patrick  Fallon,  Company 
‘E,’  7th  Infantry,  did  create  a  disturbance  in  his  quarters, 
thereby  alarming  the  occupants,  Sergeant  Hoban  and  wife,  in 
the  adjoining  set  of  quarters,  and  did  utter  threats  in  the 
hearing  of  Private  Thomas  Doyle,  to  the  effect  that  he  would 
shoot  the  said  Sergeant  Hoban,  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at 
Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 

To  the  Charge, 
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“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘ in  the  hearing  of 
Private  Thomas  Doyle,’  and  of  the  excepted  words.  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Patrick  Fallon, 
Company  “  E,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard ,  for  the  period  of  two  months.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases 
of  Private  (late  Sergeant)  Nathan  M.  Barnes,  Company  “C,”  and  Pri¬ 
vate  James  Anderson,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The 
sentences  are  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge,  in 
each  case,  take  effect  at  the  expiration  of  their  respective  terms  of  con¬ 
finement.  As  thus  modified  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort 
Shaw,  M.  T.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement  of  Private 
Anderson. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  Midcahy,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement 
and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Henry  Adams,  Company  “  B,”  and  Patrick  Fallon,  Company 
“  E,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  exe¬ 
cuted. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  James  Adams,  Company  “  K,”  and  Hugh  Fitzsimmons,  Com¬ 
pany  “C,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The  sentences  are  modified  so 
as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge,  in  each  case,  take  effect  at  the 
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expiration  of  their  respective  terms  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified 
the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison,  at 
Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Sergeant  William  Maxwell,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  William  Ford,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Dennis  Dooley,  Company  “E,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paid,  Minn.,  March  26,  1873. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  28.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  231,  series  of 

1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  1st  Lieutenant  Daniel 

Robinson,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: 

1st.  Sergeant  William  Maxwell,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Sergeant  William  Maxwell,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  was  drunk  in  the  presence  of  many  of  the  privates  of 
the  company.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  26th  day  of 
November,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Sergeant  William  Maxwell,  Company  ‘  B,’  7  th 
Infantry,  did,  in  violation  of  the  following  order,  fail  to  connect 
himself  with  the  non-commissioned  officers’  mess  of  his  com¬ 
pany,  from  the  date  of  the  order  to  the  26th  day  of  November, 
1872: 
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‘Company  Orders 
‘  No  20. 


‘Company  ‘B,’7th  Infantry, 

‘  Fort  Benton ,  If.  T„  October  23d,  1872. 


‘  IV.. .A  non-commissioned  officers’ mess  will  be  immediately  estab¬ 
lished  and  maintained  in  thiscompany.  All  non-commissioned  officers, 
whether  actual  or  lance,  are  required  to  connect  themselves  with  this 
mess,  and  at  all  times  to  take  their  meals  with  it. 


(Signed.)  ‘James  H.  Bradley, 

‘  1  at  Lieutenant  7th  Infantry, 

‘  Commanding  Company.' 

This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  between  the  dates  specified.” 


Additional  Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and 
military  discipline.” 


Specification. — “In:  that  Sergeant  William  Maxwell,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  having  been  ordered  to  his  quarters  in  close  arrest,  by 
his  Commanding  Officer,  1st  Lieutenant  James  H.  Bradley,  7th 
Infantry,  did  break  the  said  arrest  by  appearing  in  the  area  of 
the  post.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  27th  day  of  No¬ 
vember,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 


Additional  Charge. 
To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 


The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,”  but  no  criminality  is  attached  thereto. 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Additional  Charge. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Sergeant  William  Max¬ 
well,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 


2d.  Private  William  Ford,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  21st  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  William  Ford,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did,  without  leave  from  his  Commanding  Officer, 
absent  himself  from  his  company,  and  from  the  regular  monthly 
inspection  of  his  command.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  30th  of  November,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  44th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he.  Private  William  Ford,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did,  when  regularly  detailed  for  duty  as  a  member 
of  the  post  guard,  at  Tort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  fail  to  repair  to  the  ap¬ 
pointed  place  of  rendezvous,  and  did  willfully  absent  himself, 
although  not  prevented  by  sickness  or  other  evident  necessity. 
This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  30th  of  November, 
1872.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

'  Charge  II. 
“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  Ford, 
Company  “  C,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  for  one  month,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge 
of  the  guard,  for  the.  same  period.’’ 


3d.  Private  Dennis  Dooley,  Company  “E,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Dennis  Dooley,  Company  ‘  E,’ 
7th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel,  did  quit  his 
post,  without  having  been  regularly  relieved.  This  at  Fort 
Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


5 


To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Dennis  Dooley, 
Company  “  E,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  the  period  of  one  month.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient,  believing 
the  offence  of  accused  is  not  entirely  of  the  character  contemplated  by  the  46 th 
Article  of  War." 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Sergeant  William  Maxwell,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  arrest  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  William  Ford,  Company  “C,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Dennis  Dooley,  Company  “  E,”  7th 
Infantry,  the  accused  is  charged  with  a  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of 
War.  The  Court  has  found  him  guilty  of  the  charge,  but  in  giving  its 
reasons  for  inflicting  a  mild  punishment,  has  expressed  the  opinion  that 
the  offence  is  “  not  entirely  of  the  character  contemplated  -by  the  46th 
Article  of  War.”  The  reviewing  authority  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
evidence  shows  a  violation  of  that  article,  but  if  the  Court  was  of  the 
opinion  that  it  was  not,  it  should  have  found  the  accused  not  guilty. 
An  offence  charged  must  be  entirely  within  the  article  under  which  it 
is  charged,  or  else  it  is  entirely  without.  Therefore,  the  Court  in  this 
case,  has  in  substance  found  the  accused  both  guilty  and  not  guilty. 


The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  are  therefore  disapproved. 
Private  Dooley  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


G.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  William  McClellan,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Patrick  Murphy,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  27,  1873. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  29.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  231,  series  of 

1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  C.  Raws, 

7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  William  McClellan,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  William  McClellan,  Company 
*  B,’  7th  Infantry,  did  while  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  become 
so  much  under  the  influence  of  intoxicating  liquor,  as  to  be  una¬ 
ble  to  perform  his  duties  properly.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T., 
on  the  25th  of  October,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “  Drunkenness  on  duty.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  William  McClellan,  Company 
‘  B,’  7th  Infantry,  did  appear  at  drill  in  such  a  state  of  intoxica¬ 
tion  as  to  be  unable  to  drill  properly.  This  at  Fort  Benton, 
M.  T.,  on  the  4th  of  November,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  McClellan, 
Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  the  period  of  three  months.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient  in  view 
of  the  circumstances  tending  toward  mitigation  of  punishment,  shown  by  the 
accused.” 

2d.  Private  Patrick  Murphy,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In:  that  Private  Patrick  Murphy,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  did,  in  violation  of  the  following  regularly  published 
order,  viz : 

‘Company  ‘B,’  7th  Infantry, 

‘  Fort  Benton ,  M.  T.,  August  2, 1872. 

‘ Company  Orders ) 

‘  No.  19.  / 

‘  The  custom  prevalent  in  this  company  of  the  enlisted  men  borrowing 
ammunition  and  accoutrements,  &c„  from  one  another,  is  strictly  pro¬ 
hibited.  Any  repetition  of  the  offence  will  be  severely  punished. 
(Signed,)  ‘  T.  S.  Kirtland, 

‘  Captain ,  1th  Infantry. 

'  Commanding  Company.' 
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borrow  a  pair  of  trowsers  from  Private  James  Devine,  Company 
‘  B,’  7th  Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  No¬ 
vember  3d,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  :  that  Private  Patrick  Murphy,  Company  ‘  B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  state  to  Sergeant  Robert  A.  Miller,  Company 
‘  B,’  7th  Infantry,  in  charge  of  the  squad-room  to  which  Private 
Murphy  belonged,  that  he  had  received  a  drink  of  whiskey  from 
Private  Frank  Hamilton,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th  Infantry,  then  a 
member  of  the  post  guard,  thus  accusing  Private  Hamilton  of 
a  violation  of  standing  orders  of  the  post,  which  resulted  in  his 
being  relieved  from  guard  and  confined,  the  said  accusation  being 
entirely  false.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T  ,  on  or  about  Novem¬ 
ber  3d,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “  Drunkenness  on  drill.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Patrick  Murphy,  Company  1  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  appear  at  the  evening  drill  of  his  company  so 
drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  drill  properly.  This  at  Fort  Benton, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  November  4,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty,”  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto. 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Patrick  Murphy, 
Company  ‘  B,’  7  th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  dollars  of 
his  monthly  pay.” 


II. ..In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  William  McClellan,  Company 
“  B,”  7th  Infantry,  the  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  are  ap¬ 
proved,  and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  It  appears  that  the 
accused  was  placed  in  confinement  in  the  guard-house  on  October  25tli 
last,  and  there  remained  for  eight  days.  He  was  then  released  and  re¬ 
turned  to  duty.  There  is  no  statement  that  charges  were  ever  prepared. 
The  great  injustice  of  thus  arbitrarily  imprisoning  an  enlisted  man,  and 
keeping  him  in  confinement  for  that  length  of  time,  is  apparent,  and 
the  Commanding  Officer  who  would  be  guilty  of  such  conduct,  ought 
to  receive  a  severe  rebuke  ;  and  this  particular  Commanding  Officer  is 
informed  that  such  conduct  in  future  will  not  be  overlooked,  but  prompt¬ 
ly  noticed. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Patrick  Murphy,  Company  “  B,”  7t.h  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  confine¬ 
ment  and  restored  to  duty. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  c.  m. 


Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Company  “K,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  31,  1873. 

General  Orders l 
No.  30.  / 


I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  223,  series  of  1872,  from 
these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry 
is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Company  “  K,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “That  Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Company  ‘  K,’  17th 
U.  S.  Infantry,  did  enter  the  company  kitchen  of  Company  ‘  K,’ 
17th  Infantry,  and  did  then  attack  and  knock  down  Private 
William  Ufer,  Company  ‘  K,’  17th  Infantry,  and  did  hold  him 
down  until  he  was  rescued  by  1st  Sergeant  George  Betts,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘K,’  17th  Infantry.  This  at  Cheyenne  Agency,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  25th  day  of  December,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “That  Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Company  ‘K,’  17th 
Infantry,  was  drunk,  and  created  a  disturbance  by  shouting  and 
making  a  noise  in  the  quarters  of  his  company,  and  when  ordered 
to  go  to  the  post  guard-house  by  Sergeant  George  Betts,  the  1st 
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sergeant  of  liis  company,  did  refuse  to  go,  and  did  strike  said 
1st  Sergeant  George  Betts  with  his  fist,  in  said  company  quarters. 
This  at  Cheyenne  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of 
December,  1872.”  If 

Specification  III. — “  That  Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Company  ‘  K,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did  strike  upon  the  head  with  a  bayonet,  1st  Ser¬ 
geant  George  Betts,  Company  ‘K,’  17th  Infantry,  thereby  in¬ 
flicting  upon  him  two  severe  wounds,  which  necessitated  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  medical  officer  of  the  post.  This  in  the  quarters 
of  his  company,  and  in  the  presence  of  the  enlisted  men  of  his 
company,  at  Cheyenne  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day 
of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Leander  B. 
Stoyell,  Company  “  K,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
ten  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  six  months,  and  to  he  confined 
at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 


Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Company  “K,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  April  17,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  31.  / 

Commanding  Officers  of  expeditions,  scouts,  escorts,  &c.,  in  this  De¬ 
partment  will,  in  future,  forward  reports  of  the  same  upon  return  to  their 
stations,  accompanied  by  map  of  the  route,  and  a  “  Journal,”  as  directed 
in  paragraphs  708-715  inclusive,  Revised  Army  Regulations,  1863. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  6th  Infantry. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Joshua  Stewart,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Patrick  Bowen,  unassigned  recruit,  20th  infantry. 

3.  Private  Charles  H.  Potter,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

4.  Corporal  Howard  A.  Burnett,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  18,  1873. 

General,  Orders  ) 

No.  32.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 

Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  40,  current  series, 

from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes,  20th 

Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  Joshua  Stewart,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Joshua  Stewart,  Company 
‘  F,’  17th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  as  a  soldier  in  the 
United  States  Army,  did  desert  from  his  company  and  regiment 
on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  November,  1872,  and  did  remain 
absent  until  apprehended  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.  All  this  at 
Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Additional  Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Joshua  Stewart,  Company  ‘  F,’ 
17th  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  awaiting  trial  for  desertion,  did 
desert  from  military  custody,  in  connivance  with  the  sentinel 
placed  in  charge  of  him,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended 
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by  a  party  sent  in  pursuit  of  him.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn., 
on  or  about  the  10th  March,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Additional  Charge. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 


“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Additional  Charge. 
“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Joshua  Stewart, 
Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and,  allowances  that  are 
or  may  become  due  him,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military  prism 
as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  five  years,  wearing  a  ball 
and  chain  weighing  twelve  (12)  pounds,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged 
and  drummed  out  of  the  service.” 

2d.  Private  Patrick  Bowen,  unassigned  recruit,  20th  Infantry. 


Charge. — “  Desertion.” 


Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Patrick  Bowen,  unassigned 
recruit,  20th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of 
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the  United.States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Winona,  Minn.,  on 
or  about  September  21,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  at  Rock  Island  Arsenal,  Illinois,  on  or  about  the  9tli 
day  of  December,  1872.” 

Additional  Chaege. — “  Desertion.” 


Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Patrick  Ho  wen,  unassigned  recruit, 
20th  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  awaiting  trial  for  desertion,  did 
desert  from  military  custody,  in  connivance  with  the  sentinel 
placed  in  charge  of  him,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended 
by  a  party  sent  in  pursuit  of  him.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn., 
on  or  about  the  10th  March,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Additional  Charge. 
“  Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Additional  Charge. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


•  Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Patrick  Bowen, 
unassigned  recruit,  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances 
that  are  or  may  become  due  him,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military 
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prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  five  (5)  years, 
wearing  a  hall  and  chain  weighing  twelve  (12)  pounds,  and  then  to  he  dishon¬ 
orably  discharged  and  drummed  out  of  the  service.” 

3d.  Private  Charles  H.  Potter,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mil¬ 
itary  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  H.  Potter,  Company 
‘A,’  17th  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  guard  at  Fort  Snel- 
ling,  Minn.,  on  the  10th  March,  1873,  and  a  sentinel  in  charge 
of  the  general  prisoners,  soldiers,  did  permit  them  to  escape 
from  his  custody  and  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

Charge  II. — “Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  Private  Charles  H.  Potter,  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  a'duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  and  a  member  of  the  guard  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on 
the  10th  March,  1873,  in  charge  of  two  general  prisoners,  did 
desert  said  service,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  by 
a  party  sent  in  pursuit  of  him.  This  at  the  time  and  place 
specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 
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Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  H.  Potter, 
Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  that  are 
or  may  become  due  him,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military  prison 
as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  five  (5)  years,  wearing  a 
ball  and  cluiin  weighing  twelve  (12)  pounds,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  and  drummed  out  of  the  service.” 


4th.  Corporal  Howard,  A.  Burnett,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Corporal  Howard  A.  Ifurnetl,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  tattoo  roll  call 
at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  February  4,  1873,  without  proper  au¬ 
thority.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Corporal  Howard  A.  Burnett,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  tattoo  roll  call  at 
Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  January  5,  1873,  without  permission,  and 
on  being  questioned  by  Captain  H.  G.  Thomas,  20th  Infantry, 
the  next  day,  did  reply,  ‘  I  went  away  on  purpose  to  get  drunk, 
as  it  does  not  suit  me  to  be  a  corporal,’  or  words  to  that  effect.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  Corporal  Howard  A.  Burnett, 
Company  ‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  without  proper 
authority  from  his  company  and  post  on  the  evening  of  February 
5,  1873,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.” 
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Specification  IV. — “In  this:  that  lie,  Corporal  Howard  A.  Burnett, 
Company  ‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable 
to  perform  the  duties  of  a  soldier.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  on  or 
about  February  5,  1873.” 

Specification  V. — “In  this:  that  he,  Corporal  Howard  A.  Burnett,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company 
and  post  without  proper  authority,  about  noon  March  14th,  1873, 
and  did  remain  absent  until  some  time  after  tattoo  same  day. 
This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.” 

Specification  VI. — “In  this:  that  he,  Corporal  Howard  A.  Burnett, 
Company  ‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable 
to  perform  the  duties  of  a  soldier.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn., 
on  or  about  March  15,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — -“  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Corporal  Howard  A.  Burnett,  Company 
1 C,’  20th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant  William 
Darnpier,  Company  ‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  to  report  in  charge  of  a 
fatigue  party  to  1st  Lieutenant  T.  W.  Lord,  20th  Infantry,  did 
fail  to  obey  said  order.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn,  on  or  about 
March  14,  1873.” 

Charge  III. — “  Breach  of  Arrest.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Corporal  Howard  A.  Burnett,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  having  been  placed  in  arrest  by  Captain 
H.  G.  Thomas,  20th  Infantry,  commanding  Company  ‘C,’  did 
break  his  arrest,  leave  the  post  of  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  and  did 
remain  absent  until  apprehended  at  Mendota,  Minn.  This  at 
Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about  March  15,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
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To  the  4th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  5th  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  6th  Specification,  “Guilty.  ’ 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  4th  Specification, 
Of  the  5th  Specification, 
Of  the  6th  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Guilty^’ 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 
“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Corporal  Howard  A. 
Burnett,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  be  reduced  to  the  ranks,  to 
forfeit  ten  dollars  of  his  pay  per  month  for  four  months,  and  to  be  confined  at 


hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  thirty  days,  fifteen  of  which  to  carry 
a  knapsack  in  front  of  the  guard-house,  weighing  forty  pounds,  from  fatigue 
call  A.  M.,  until  recall  P.  M.,  allowing  him  half  an  hour  for  his  dinner.” 


n...The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Joshua  Stewart,  Company  “  F,”  Charles  II.  Potter,  Company 
“A,”  17th  Infantry,  and  Patrick  Bowen,  unassigned  recruit,  20th  Infan¬ 
try,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort  Snel- 
ling,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  their  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Cor¬ 
poral  Howard  A.  Burnett,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

OFFICIAL : 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  26,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  33.  j 

District  and  Post  Commanders  will  furnish  Colonel  N.  H.  Davis, 
Inspector  General,  U.  S.  A.,  such  escorts,  transportation  and  other  facil¬ 
ities  as  may  be  required  by  him  on  his  approaching  tour  of  Inspection 
of  this  Department  under  orders  from  the  War  Department. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


•  . 

. 

' 


■ 


■ 


Gr.  C.  M. 


Private  Francis  McCaffrey,  Company  “  D,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  30,  1873. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  34.  f 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  231,  series  of  1872, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  C.  Rawn,  7th 
Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : 

Private  Francis  McCaffrey,  Company  “  D,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge — “  Drunkenness  on  duty.’* 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Francis  McCaffrey,  Company 
‘  D,’  7th  Infantry,  being  on  duty  as  a  member  of  the  post  guard, 
and  having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel  in  charge  of  the  hay 
stacks  belonging  to  the  United  States,  did  become  so  much  under 
the  influence  of  intoxicating  liquor  as  to  be  unable  to  perform 
his  duty  properly.  All  this  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  4th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 
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Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Change,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Francis  McCaffrey, 
Company  “  D,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of 
three  months .” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Francis  McCaffrey,  Company  “  D,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
The  sentence  is  remitted.  Private  McCaffrey  will  be  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  returned  to  duty. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May,  1,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  35.  f 

Major  B.  C.  Card,  Quartermaster,  U.  S.  A.,  having  reported  at  these 
headquarters,  in  compliance  witli  paragraph  VII,  Special  Orders  No. 
66,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s  office,  is 
announced  as  Chief  Quartermaster  of  the  Department,  relieving  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Colonel  H.  C.  Ransom,  Deputy  Quartermaster  General,  U.  S.  A. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  <nth  infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  13,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  36.  / 

Captain  R.  P.  Hughes,  3d  Infantry,  having  reported  at  these  head¬ 
quarters,  pursuant  to  Special  Orders  No.  26,  current  series,  headquarters 
Military  Division  of  the  Missouri,  is  announced  as  Aide-de-Camp  to  the 
Department  Commander,  from  the  23d  ultimo,  the  date  on  which  he 
reported.  He  will  be  obeyed  and  respected  accordingly. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


!s 

' 


■ 


Gr.  O.  M. 


Observer  Sergeant  George  McDonald,  Signal  Service,  U.  S.  A . 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  Mag  14,  1873. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  37.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Pembina, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  42,  current  series,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Loyd  Wheaton,  20th  Infantry,  is 

President,  was  arraigned  and  tried : — 

Observer  Sergeant  George  McDonald,  Signal  Service,  U.  S.  A. 

Charge  I. — “  Drunkenness,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Observer  Sergeant  George  McDonald, 
Signal  Service,  U.  S.  Army,  was  drunk  and  unfit  for  duty,  and 
while  in  this  condition,  did  enter  the  private  dwelling  of  one 
Alexander  Santino,  a  citizen.  All  this  on  or  about  January  16, 
1873,  at  or  near  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T. 

Charge  II. — “  Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mil¬ 
itary  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Observer  Sergeant  George  McDonald, 
Signal  Service,  U.  S.  Army,  while  on  duty  at  or  near  Fort  Pem¬ 
bina,  D.  T.,  did  fail  to  deliver  weather  reports  to  office  of  North¬ 
western  Telegraph  Company,  for  transmission  to  Saint  Paul, 
Minn.,  from  the  afternoon  of  January  24th,  1873,  to  January 
30th,  1873.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T. 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 


Of  the  Specification., 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Observer  Sergeant  George 
McDonald,  Signal  Service,  U.  S.  Army,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged 
the  sendee  of  the  United  States.” 

IT. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Observer  Sergeant  George  McDonald,  Signal  Service,  U.  S.  Army,  are 
approved,  and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Sergeant  Robert  Hilliard,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Hiram  Hires,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Bernard  McManus,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Charles  M.  Gipson,  Company  “  D,”  22d  Infantry. 

5.  Private  Hugh  Smith,  Company  “  H,”  22d  Infantry. 

6.  Private  Robert  Adams,  Company  “  H,”  22d  Infantry. 

7.  Private  David  Hatris,  Company  “  G,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  Of  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  15,  1873. 

Geiteral  Orders'! 

No.  38.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  47,  current  series, 
from  these  headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis, 
22d  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Sergeant  Robert  Hilliard,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Sergeant  Robert  Hilliard,  of  Company 
‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  Sergeant  of  the 
Guard,  did  become  so  much  under  the  influence  of  intoxicating 
liquor  as  to  be  unable  to  perform  his  duty  in  a  proper  manner. 
All  this  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  March  10th,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Sergeant  Robert  Hilliard, 
Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  reduced  to  the  ranks,  and  to  forfeit 
ten  dollars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  six  months.” 

2d.  Private  Hiram  Hires,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Violation  of  the  38th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Hiram  Hires,  Company  ‘  K,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  sell  or  otherwise  dispose  of  one  breech-loading 
rifle,  model  1868,  and  valued  at  $50.00,  more  or  less,  the  said 
rifle  being  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  1st 
Lieutenant  Martin  E.  Hogan,  22d  Infantry,  is  responsible.  This 
at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  March,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Hiram  Hires,  Company  ‘K,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  sell  or  otherwise  dispose  of  one  breech- loading 
rifle,  model  of  1868,  and  valued  at  $50.00,  more  or  less,  the  said 
rifle  being  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  1st 
Lieutenant  Martin  E.  Hogan,  22d  Infantry,  is  responsible.  All 
this  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  March, 
1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  fir.ds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Private  Hiram  Hires, 
Company  “  K,”  22d  Regiment,  U.  S.  Infantry. 


3d.  Private  Bernard  McManus,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Absence  without  leave,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order 
and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Bernard  Mc3fanus,  Company 
‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and 
post  without  proper  authority,  and  did  remain  absent  from  8 
o’clock  on  the  evening  of  March  8th,  1873,  until  7  o’clock  on 
the  morning  of  March  9th,  1873.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  dates  and  hours  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Bernard  McManus,  Company 
‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  having  heard  the  following  order  read,  on  his 
company  parade  ground,  viz. : 
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•HEADQUARTERS,  FORT  RANDALL,  D.  T.. 

January  21  at,  1873. 

‘General  Orders) 

No.  1.  ; 

‘  Because  of  the  constant  complaints  of  the  Yankton  Indians,  living 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river,  near  White  Swan,  D.  T.,  regarding 
the  continued  misconduct  of  enlisted  men  of  this  garrison,  who  visit 
their  lodges  and  dwellings.  Company  Commanders  are  forbidden  to 
grant  to  members  of  their  respective  companies,  permission  to  cross 
to  the  opposite  side  of  the  river;  and  the  action  of  any  enlisted  man, 
nho,  without  permission  from  proper  authority,  visits  any  locality 
upon  the  Yankton  Indian  Reservation,  or  any  point  above  the  same, 
will  be  considered  in  direct  violation  of  existing  orders  of  the  post. 

‘By  Command  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis. 

‘  (Signed,)  ‘  0.  M.  SMITH, 

2d  Lieutenant,  22d  Infantry, 

Post  Adjutant.’ 

did,  in  violation  of  said  orders,  cross  to  the  opposite  side  of  the 
river,  on  the  Yankton  Indian  Reservation,  and  did  remain  there 
for  the  period  of  eleven  (11)  hours,  more  or  less.  All  this  at 
Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  March,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Bernard 
McManus,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
under  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for 
the  period  of  four  (4)  months,  and  to  forfeit  ten  dollars  ($10.00)  per  month 
of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period.” 

4th.  Private  Charles  M.  Gipson,  Company  “  D,”  22d  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Charles  M.  Gipson,  Company 
‘  D,’  22d  Infantry,  did  cross  the  Missouri  river  without  permis¬ 
sion  from  proper  authority,  and  in  direct  violation  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  order : 


•HEADQUARTERS,  FORT  RANDALL,  D.  T„ 
January  21st,  1873. 


‘Because  of  the  constant  complaints  of  the  Yankton  Indians  living 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river,  near  White  Swan,  D.  T.,  regarding  the 
constant  misconduct  of  the  enlisted  men  of  this  garrison,  who  visit 
their  lodges  and  dwellings,  Company  Commanders  are  forbidden  to 
grant  to  members  of  their  respective  companies,  permission  to  cross  to 
the  opposite  side  of  the  river ;  and  the  action  of  any  enlisted  man.  who, 
without  proper  authority,  visi's  any  locality  upon  the  Yankton  Indian 
Reservation,  or  any  point  above  the  same,  will  be  considered  in  direct 
violation  of  the  existing  orders  of  this  post. 


'By  Command  op  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis. 


‘(Signed,)  ‘0.  M.  SMITH, 

2d  Lieutenant,  22d  Infantry. 

Post  Adjutant.’ 


the  same  being  duly  published  to  the  command.  All  this  at  or 
near  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  February, 
1873.” 
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Charge  II. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 


Specification. — “  In  this :  that  lie,  Private  Charles  M.  Gipson,  Company 
‘  D,’  22d  Infantry,  did  leave  his  company  and  post,  and  visit  a 
ranche  kept  by  one  Joe  Ellis,  without  permission  from  proper 
authority.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  6th  day  of  February,  1873.” 

Charge  III. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Charles  M.  Gipson,  Company 
‘  D,’  22d  Infantry,  did  purchase  from  one  Joe  Ellis,  three  (3) 
canteens  of  whiskey,  for  the  use  of  Private  Murray  E.  Davis, 
Company  ‘  D,’  22d  Infantry,  and  others.  All  this  at  Fort  Ran¬ 
dall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  February,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘one  Joe  Ellis,’  and 
substitute  therefor  ‘  a  party  unknown.’  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  M.  Gipson, 
Company  “  D,”  22d  Regiment,  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  ten  dollars 
(  $10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months.” 

5th.  Private  Hugh  Smith,  Company  “  H,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Hugh  Smith,  Company  1  H,’ 
22d  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service,  and  did  remain  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  at  or  near  Ponca  Creek,  D.  T.,  March  10th,  1873.  $30.00 
reward  paid  for  apprehension.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  March,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Hugh  Smith, 
Company  “  II,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under 


charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  he  serving,  for  the 
term  of  two  (2)  years,  and  to  forfeit  all  pay  for  the  same  period.” 

6th.  Private  Robert  Adams,  Company  “H,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Robert  A  dams,  Company  4  H,’ 
22d  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service,  and  did  remain  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  at  or  near  Ponca  Creek,  D.  T.,  March  10th,  1873.  $30.00 
reward  paid  for  his  apprehension.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  March,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Robert  Adams, 
Company  “  H,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge 
of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of 
two  (2)  years,  and  to  forfeit  all  pay  for  the  same  period.” 

7th.  Private  David  Harris,  Company  “G,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this :  that  he,  David  Harris,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  private  of  ‘  G  ’  Company, 
22d  Infantry,  did  knowingly  and  willfully  disobey  the  lawful 
orders  of  the  Commanding  Officer  of  his  company,  Captain 


Charles  W.  Miner,  22d  Infantry,  and  did,  in  violation  of  the  ex¬ 
press  commands  of  the  latter,  given  to  him  in  person,  absent 
himself  from  his  company  and  post,  and  did  cross  to  the  opposite 
bank  of  the  Missouri  river,  and  there  remain  for  a  long  period 
of  time.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day 
of  February,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  David  Harris,  a  duly  enlisted  sol¬ 
dier  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  private  of  ‘  G  ’  Com¬ 
pany,  22d  Infantry,  did  knowingly  disobey  a  written  order  issued 
from  the  headquarters  of  the  post  of  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  and 
duly  published  to  the  company  of  which  he  is  a  member,  by 
absenting  himself  from  his  post  and  company  and  crossing  the 
Missouri  river  to  the  Reservation  of  the  Yankton  Sioux  Indians, 
without  receiving  any  permission  whatever,  which  action  on  his 
part  was  in  direct  violation  of  the  above  mentioned  order,  said 
order  being  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to- wit : 


HEADQUARTERS,  FORT  RANDALL,  D.  T., 
January  21,  1873. 


‘  Because  of  the  constant  complaints  of  the  Yankton  Indians,  living 
on  the  opposite  side,  near  White  Swan,  D.  T.,  regarding  the  continued 
misconduct  of  enlisted  men  of  this  garrison,  who  visit  their  lodges 
and  dwellings,  Company  Commanders  are  forbidden  to  grant  to 
members  of  their  respective  companies,  permission  to  cross  to  the 
opposite  side  of  the  river,  and  the  action  of  any  enlisted  man,  who, 
without  proper  authority,  visits  any  locality  upon  the  Yankton  Indian 
Reservation,  or  any  point  above  the  same,  will  be  considered  in  direct 
violation  of  the  existing  orders  of  this  post. 


'By  Command  op  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis. 


‘  (Signed,)  ‘  0.  M.  SMITH, 

2d  Lieutenant,  22d  Infantry, 

Post  Adjutant.’ 


This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of  Febru¬ 
ary,  1873. 

Charge  II.— “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 
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Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  David  Harris,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  private  of  ‘  G’  Company, 
22d  Infantry,  did  introduce  and  dispose  of  in  the  Indian  country, 
and  upon  the  Indian  Reservation  of  the  Yankton  Sioux  Indians, 
a  quantity  of  spirituous  liquors,  to-wit :  about  five  gallons,  be 
the  same  more  or  less,  much  to  the  prejudice  of  the  good  order 
and  military  discipline  of  the  military  service,  and  in  direct 
violation  of  an  Act  of  Congress  entitled,  ‘An  Act  to  regulate 
trade  and  intercourse  with  the  Indian  tribes,  and  to  preserve 
peace  on  the  frontier,’  approved  June  30th,  1834,  and  amended 
by  additional  Act  of  Congress,  approved  March  3d,  1847.  This 
upon  the  Indian  Reservation  of  the  Yankton  Sioux  Indians,  and, 
at  White  Swan,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of  February 
1873.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  con¬ 
firms  the  plea  of  the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  tlie  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  David  Harris, 
Company  “  G,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge 
of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of 
six  months,  and  to  forfeit  ten  dollars  ($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the 
same  period.” 

11. . .The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Sergeant  Robert  Hilliard,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved, 
but  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Court,  the  sentence  is  remitted. 
He  will  be  released  from  arrest  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Hiram  Hires,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and 
restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Charles  M.  Gipson,  Company  “  D,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Hugh  Smith  and  Robert  Adams,  Company  “  H,”  Bernard 
McManus,  Company  “  K,”  and  David  Harris,  Company  “  G,”  22d  In¬ 
fantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  47,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis, 
22d  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  o.  M. 


1.  Private  Peter  O’Donnell,  Company  “D,”  5th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  James  Quigley,  Company  “B,”  17tli  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Joseph  Amhorst,  unassigned,  20th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  George  Coffin,  Troop  “1,”  7th  Cavalry. 

5.  Farrier  Robert  Nelson,  Troop  “D,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  16,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  39.  / 

I.. .Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  46,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes,  20th 
Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

1st.  Private  Peter  O’  Donnell,  Company  “  D,”  5th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this:  that  he,  Private  Peter  O’Donnell,  Company  (D,’ 
5th  U.  S.  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  Army  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Antelope  Station, 
(U.  P.  R.  R.)  Neb.,  on  or  about  the  30th  day  of  July,  1870,  and 
did  so  remain  a  deserter  until  apprehended  at  or  near  Wadena, 
Minnesota,  on  or  about  the  lltli  day  of  November,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 


Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Peter  O’  Donnell,  Company  ‘  D,’ 
5th  U.  S.  Cavalry,  did  take,  steal  and  carry  away  from  the  quarters 


of  his  company,  the  following  articles  of  ordnance  and  ord¬ 
nance  stores,  for  which  Captain  Samuel  S.  Summer,  5th  U.  S. 


Cavalry,  is  responsible,  viz. : 

1  Colt’s  revolver,  cal.  44,  ...  $50.00 

1  sabre  belt  and  plate,  ....  1.90 

1  pistol  belt  holster,  .....  90 

1  pistol  cartridge  pouch,  ....  60 

1  pair  spurs  and  straps,  -  ....  55 

1  thong  and  brush  wiper,  (carbine),  ...  37 

1  saddle  blanket,  (cavalry),  ....  4.25 

(Total  valuation),  $58.57 


This  at  Antelope  Station,  (U.  P.  R.  R.)  Neb.,  on  or  about  the 
30th  day  of  July,  1870.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

Anil  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Peter  O’Donnell, 
Company  “  D,”  5th  U.  S.  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  that 
are  or  nmy  become  due  him  ;  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  military 
prison  as  the  Department  Commander  nmy  designate,  for  three  years,  wear¬ 
ing  a  ball  and  chain  weighing  twelve  pounds,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  and  drummed  out  of  the  service.” 

2d.  Private  James  Quigley,  Company  “B,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  lie,  Private  James  Quigley,  Company  ‘B,’ 
17th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Bice,  I).  T.,  on  or  about  the 
6th  day  of  November,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  at  or  near  St.  Paul,  Minn,  and  delivered  up  to  the  Com¬ 
manding  Officer,  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about  February 
21st,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  "  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  con¬ 
firms  the  plea  of  the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Quigley, 
Company  “  B,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  that 
are  or  may  become  due  him  ;  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  and  drummed  out 
of  the  service,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  military  prison  as  the 
Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  three  years,  wearing  a  ball  and 
chain  weighing  twelve  pounds.” 
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3d.  Private  Joseph  Amhorst,  unassigned,  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Joseph  Amhorst,  unassigned, 
20th  Infantry,  having  been  detailed  on  extra  duty  in  the  Subsist¬ 
ence  Department,  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  and  entrusted  with 
the  care  and  sale  of  subsistence  stores,  as  prescribed  by  Army 
Regulations,  did  misapply  or  convert  to  his  own  use,  without 
any  authority,  the  following  articles  of  public  property,  more  or 


less,  to- wit : 

Two  (2)  cans  salmon,  money  value,  -  -  $0.48 

Two  (2)  bottles  fine  pickles,  “  -  -  1.10 

Eight  (8)  cans  tomatoes,  “  -  -  -  1.26 

Four  (4)  cans  green  corn,  “  1.00 

One  (1)  can  green  peas,  “  -  -  25 

Five  (5)  cans  fresh  peaches,  “  -  -  -  95 

One  (1)  can  fresh  pineapple,  “  -  -  -  23 

One  (1)  can  preserved  quince,  “  -  -  -  58 

Two  (2)  cans  preserved  peach,  “  -  -  87 


The  total  money  value  of  such  articles  misapplied  or  converted 
to  his  (Arnhorst’s)  own  use  being  six  dollars  and  seventy-two 
cents,  more  or  less.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about 
the  1st  day  of  April,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Joseph  Amhorst,  unassigned, 
20th  Infantry,  being  charged  with  the  care  and  safe  keeping  of 
Subsistence  Stores  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  and  being  present 
when  an  inspection  and  inventory  of  said  stores  was  being  made 
by  the  Post  Commander,  did,  with  the  intent  to  cover  up  his  own 
wrong  doing  and  deceive  said  Post  Commander  and  the  Post 
Commissary,  place  a  quantity  of  empty  cans,  once  containing 
various  Subsistence  Stores,  among  the  unopened  cans  of  the  like 
stores,  and  did  count  them  in  the  presence  of  the  Inspecting 
Officer  as  stores  for  which  the  Acting  Commissary  of  Subsistence 
was  responsible  to  the  Government.  This  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  April,  1873.” 
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To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Joseph  Arnhorst, 
unassigned,  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States,  ten  (10)  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay,  per  month,  for  eight  (8)  months.” 


4th.  Private  George  Coffin,  Troop  “I,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

S))ecificalion. — “In:  that  he,  Private  George  Coffin,  Troop  1 1,’  7tli  Cav¬ 
alry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United  States, 
did  desert  said  service  at  Lebanon,  Ky.,  on  the  3d  day  of  Feb¬ 
ruary,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  by 
Sergeant  John  Oliver,  Troop  ‘  1/  7th  Cavalry,  near  Jones  Fork, 
Ky.,  on  the  7th  day  of  February,  1873.  This  at  or  near  the 
places,  and  on  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  liaving*maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  con¬ 
firms  the  plea  of  the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  Coffin, 
Troop  “  I,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  (til  pug  and  allowances  that  are  or 
mag  become  due  him  ;  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  and  drummed  out  of 
the  service,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  military  prison  as  the 
Department  Commander  mag  designate,  for  three  gears,  wearing  a  ball  and 
chain  weighing  twelve  pounds.” 

5th.  Farrier  Robert  Nelson,  Troop  “  D,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  Robert  Nelson,  farrier,  Troop  ‘  D,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  troop  and  post  on  the  eve¬ 
ning  of  the  11th  day  of  January,  1873,  without  proper  authority, 
and  did  remain  absent  until  the  morning  of  the  23d  day  of  Jan¬ 
uary,  1873.  This  at  Opelika,  Alabama,  on  or  about  the  11th  day 
of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,'  and  finds  him  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Farrier  Robert  Nelson> 
Troop  “  D,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  ten  dollars  oj  his  monthly  pay  pet- 
month  for  four  months.” 
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IT. ..The  proceedings,  finding  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Peter  O'Donnell,  Company  “  D,”  5th  Cavalry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Private  Joseph  Arnhorst,  unassigned,  20tli  Infantry,  and  Farrier  Robert 
Nelson,  Troop  “  D,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentence  will  be 
duly  executed.  They  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to 
duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  George  Coffin,  Troop  “  I,”  7th  Cavalry,  and  James  Quigley, 
Company  “  B,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The  sentences  are  modi¬ 
fied  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  in  each  case  take  effect  at 
the  expiration  of  their  respective  terms  of  confinement.  As  thus  modi¬ 
fied,  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  is 
designated  as  the  place  of  their  confinement. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  46,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes,  20th 
Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  Gen  era  i,  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


' 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Henry  Frankenburg,  Company  “K,”  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  John  Williams,  Company  “  F,”  22(1  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Thomas  W.  Buckles,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  17,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  40.  ; 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  223,  series  of  1872,  from  these 
headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Francis  Clarke,  22d  Infantry, 
is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  Henry  Frankenburg,  Company  “K,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Henry  Frankenburg,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘K,’  17th  Infantry,  did  behave  himself  in  a  disorderly 
manner  by  loud  and  boisterous  language,  and  blowing  a  bugle 
in  the  company  quarters,  and  when  ordered  hv  1st  Sergeant 
George  Betts,  Company  *  K,’  17th  Infantry,  to  be  quiet,  did  re¬ 
fuse  to  obey  said  order,  and  persisted  in  blowing  said  bugle,  and 
replied  in  an  insulting  manner,  using  the  following  language, 
to-wit :  ‘  It  has  come  to  a  God  damned  pretty  pass  when  a  man 

can’t  do  as  he  has  a  mind  to,  and  I  should  like  to  know  what  in 
hell  has  got  into  you,’  (meaning  1st  Sergeant  George  Betts) ;  and 
when  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant  George  Betts,  Company  ‘K,’  17th 
Infantry,  to  go  to  the  post  guard-house  with  Lance  Corporal 
Thomas  Kelly,  Company  ‘  K,’  17th  Infantry,  did  refuse  to  go, 
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saying  :  ‘  I  will  be  God  damned  if  I  will  go  to  the  guard-house,’ 
and  did  forcibly  resist  and  attempt  to  strike  Lance  Corporal 
Thomas  Kelly,  while  endeavoring  to  arrest  him,  and  did  con¬ 
tinue  to  resist  until  he  was  arrested  by  a  guard  sent  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  All  this  in  the  quarters  of  Company  ‘  K,’  17th  Infantry, 
and  in  the  presence  of  the  enlisted  men  of  the  company,  at  Chey¬ 
enne  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  17th  day  of  January,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Henry  Frankenburg,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘K,’  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did,  after  being  confined  in  the 
post  guard-house,  threaten  the  life  of  1st  Sergeant  George  Betts, 
Company  ‘  K,’  17th  Infantry,  in  language  to-wit:  ‘  I  would  like 

to  shoot  the  son  of  a - ,  and  I  will  do  it  yet,’  (meaning  1st 

Sergeant  George  Betts).  This  in  the  post  guard-house  and  in 
the  presence  of  the  guard,  at  Cheyenne  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  17th  day  of  Jannary,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Henry  Franken- 
burg,  Company  “K,”  17th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
twelve  (12)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  per  month,  for  three  months.” 

2d.  Private  John  Williams,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I.— “  Mutinous  conduct,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and 
military  discipline.” 
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Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Williams,  Company 
‘F,’  22d  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement,  did  enter  into 
an  agreement  with  Private  Thomas  W.  Buckles,  Company  *  F,’ 
22d  Infantry,  a  prisoner  awaiting  trial,  to  resist  the  lawful  orders 
of  his  Commanding  Officer,  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry, 
and  did  willfully  and  maliciously  refuse  to  parade  with  the  guard 
at  retreat  roll-call.  All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  31st  day  of  January,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Williams,  Company 
1  F,’  22d  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement,  did  refuse  to 
parade  with  the  guard  at  retreat  roll-call,  and  after  having  been  or¬ 
dered  by  Captain  A.  H.  Goodloe,  22d  Infantry,  Officer  of  the  Day, 
to  turn  out  and  fall  in  with  the  guard,  did  say,  ‘  I  won’t  do  it  un¬ 
less  carried,’  or  words  to  that  effect,  and  did,  while  being  forced 
out  by  the  guard,  lie  down  on  the  floor  of  the  guard-room,  and 
otherwise  resist  the  guard  in  the  execution  of  their  orders.  All 
this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  31st  day  of  January, 
1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  John  Williams,  Company 
‘F,’  22d  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement,  did  willfully 
and  maliciously  disobey  the  orders  of  his  Commanding  Officer, 
by  refusing  to  parade  with  the  guard  at  retreat  roll-call.  All 
this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  31st  of  January,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Williams,  Company 
‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement,  and  having 
been  ordered  by  Captain  A.  H.  Goodloe,  22d  Infantry,  Officer  of 
the  Day,  to  turn  out  and  parade  with  the  guard  at  retreat,  did 
refuse  to  obey  said  order,  and  resist  the  guard  in  the  execution  of 
their  orders.  All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  31st 
day  of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 


“  Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Williams, 
Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Slates  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  to  become  due  him,  to  be  confined  in  such  prison  as  the 
Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  two  years,  and  then  to  be  dishonor¬ 
ably  discharged  the  sendee  of  the  United  States.” 


3d.  Private  Thomas  W.  Buckles,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Assault  with  intent  to  kill,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order 
and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Thomas  W.  Buckles,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  did  make,  without  cause  or  provocation, 
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a  murderous  assault  with  a  stick  or  sticks  of  wood  upon  the  per¬ 
son  of  1st  Sergeant  William  Schott,  Company  ‘F,’  22d  Infantry. 
All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  afternoon  and  even¬ 
ing  of  January  23d,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  the  said  Private  Thomas  W.  Buckles, 
Company  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  did  station  himself  at  the  door  of 
the  orderly  room  of  his  company,  and  remain  thereat  until  1st 
Sergeant  William  Schott  came  out  of  said  orderly  room,  in  the 
proper  discharge  of  his  duties,  and  did  then  and  there,  with  a  stick 
or  sticks  of  wood,  assault  and  strike  over  the  head  and  shoulders, 
the  said  1st  Sergeant  Schott,  at  the  same  time  saying  to  the  said 

Schott,  *  Yon  damned  Dutch  son  of  a - ,  I’ll  kill  you,’  or 

words  to  that  effect.  All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  23d  of  January,  1873,  between  4  and  6  o’clock  p.  M.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Thomas  W.  Buckles,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  with  malice  aforethought,  make  a 
murderous  assault  upon  the  person  of  1st  Sergeant  William 
Schott,  Company  1  F,’  22d  Infantry,  with  a  stick  of  wood,  and 
after  striking  the  said  1st  Sergeant  Schott  with  said  stick  of  wood, 
did  pursue  with  another  stick  of  wood  and  endeavor  to  strike  the 
said  Schott  other  blows,  until  arrested  by  Sergeants  Christopher 
Goss  and  Hiram  Spomgenburg,  Company  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry.  All 
this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  23d  January,  1873, 
between  4  and  6  o’clock  p.  m.” 

Specification  IV. — “In  this:  that  Private  Thomas  W.  Buckles,  Company 
‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  did  waylay  and  make,  with  a  stick  of  wood, 
a  murderous  attack  upon  the  person  of  1st  Sergeant  William 
Schott,  Company  *  F,’  22d  Infantry.  All  this  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  23d  January,  1873,  between  4  and  6 
o’clock  p.  M.” 

Charge  II. — “  Mutinous  conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and 
military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he.  Private  Thomas  W.  Buckles,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement,  did  enter 
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into  an  agreement  with  Private  John  Williams,  Company  ‘  F,’ 
22d  Infantry,  a  prisoner  awaiting  sentence,  to  resist  the  lawful 
orders  of  his  Commanding  Officer,  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d 
Infantry,  and  did  willfully  and  maliciously  refuse  to  parade  with 
the  guard  at  retreat  roll-call.  All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  31st  day  of  January,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Thomas  IF.  Buckles,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,  22d  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement,  did 
refuse  to  parade  with  the  guard  at  retreat  roll-call,  and  after  hav¬ 
ing  been  ordered  by  Captain  A.  H.  Goodloe,  22d  Infantry,  Officer 
of  the  Day,  to  turn  out  and  fall  in  with  the  guard,  did  say.  ‘I 
won’t  do  it  unless  carried,’  or  words  to  that  effect,  and  did,  while 
being  forced  out  by  the  guard,  lie  down  on  the  floor  of  the  guard- 
room,  and  otherwise  resist  the  guard  in  the  execution  of  their 
orders.  All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  31st  day 
of  January,  1873.” 

Charge  III. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Thomas  IF.  Buckles,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘F,’  22d  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement,  did  will¬ 
fully  and  maliciously  disobey  the  orders  of  his  Commanding 
Officer,  by  refusing  to  parade  with  the  guard  at  retreat  roll-call. 
All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  31st  day  of  Janu¬ 
ary,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Thomas  IF.  Buckles,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement,  and 
having  been  ordered  by  Captain  A.  II.  Goodloe,  22d  Infantry, 
Officer  of  the  Day,  to  turn  out  and  parade  with  the  guard,  did 
refuse  to  obey  said  orders,  and  resist  the  guard  in  the  execution 
of  their  orders.  All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  31st 
day  of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
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Charge  I. 


To  the  1st  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

To  the  1st  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification, 

“Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘I’ll  kill  you.’ 

Of  the  excepted  words,  ‘  Not  Guilty.’  ” 

Of  the  3d  Specification, 

“  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  Christopher 

Gass.’  Of  the  excepted  words,  ‘  Not  Guilty.’  ” 

Of  the  4th  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification, 

“  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  did  enter  into 

an  agreement  with  Private  John  Williams,  Company  ‘F,’  22d  Infantry, 
a  prisoner  awaiting  sentence.’  Of  the  excepted  words,  ‘  Not  Guilty.’  ” 

Of  the  2d  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  W. 
Buckles,  Company  “F,”  22d  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
all  puy  and  allowances  now  due  or  to  become  due  him  ;  to  be  confined  at  hard 
labor,  for  three  years,  at  such  prison  as  the  General  Commanding  may 
direct,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United 
Stales.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  finding  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Henry  Frankenburg,  Company  “K,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approv¬ 
ed,  and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from 
confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  John  Williams  and  Thomas  W.  Buckles,  Company  “  F,”  22d 
Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort 
Sully,  D.  T.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  their  confinement. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


G.  C.  M. 


Private  Henri/  Cutsinger,  Company  “  K,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  19,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  41.  f 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  223,  series  of  1872,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry,  is 

President,  was  arraigned  and  tried 

Private  Henry  Cutsinger,  Company  “  K,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Violation  of  the  23d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “That  Private  Henry  Cutsinger,  Company  ‘  K,’  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  did  advise  Private  Charles  Higgins,  Company  1  K,’  17th 
Infantry,  to  desert  the  service  of  the  United  States.  This  at 
Cheyenne  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  fifth  day  of  December, 
1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  38th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “That  Private  Henry  Cutsinger-,  Company  ‘  K,’  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  did  sell  certain  articles  of  his  clothes,  to-wit :  One  (1) 
woolen  blanket  to  Private  James  Burns,  Company  ‘  K,’  17th 
Infantry,  one  (1)  woolen  blanket  to  James  Cady,  a  citizen,  and 
one  (1)  pair  of  trowsers  to  Private  William  J.  Schutz,  Company 
‘I,’  17th  Infantry.  All  this  at  Cheyenne  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  4th  day  of  December,  1872.”  , 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Charge  I. 

Oi  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Henry  Cutsinger, 
Company  “K,”  17th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allovxtnces  for  six  months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 


II...  In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Henry  Cutsinger,  Company  “  K,” 
17th  Infantry,  the  proceedings  and  findings  are  approved,  but  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Department  Commander,  it  is  far  better  that  the  accused 
should  escape  punishment  than  that  military  law  should  be  brought 
into  contempt  by  the  imposition  of  so  trifling  a  punishment  as  that 
which  the  Court  has  affixed  in  this  case  to  the  crime  of  a  violation  of 
the  23d  Article  of  War.  The  sentence  is  therefore  disapproved.  Private 
Cutsinger  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 
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III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  223,  series  of  1872,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry,  is 
President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


— 


•• 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Edward  Ryan,  Company  “F,”  6tli  Infantry. 
Private  Georye  Goldstein,  Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Erastus  Glover,  Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Samuel  J.  Harris,  Company  “A,”  9th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  20,  1873. 

General  Orders  t 
No.  42.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  46,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  Daniel 
Huston,  Jr.,  6th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Edward  Ryan,  Company  “  F,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Leaving  his  post,  in  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Edward  Ryan,  Company ‘F,’ 
6th  U.  S.  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  mounted  as  a  member 
of  the  post  guard,  and  posted  as  a  sentinel  over  the  1  New  Stables,’ 
did,  without  authority,  leave  his  post  and  enter  a  room  near  by, 
occupied  by  enlisted  men,  and  there  remain  until  found  by  the 
officer  of  the  guard.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  the  4th  day 
of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  Ryan, 
Company  “  F,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  dollars 
of  his  pay  for  one  month."  The  Court  is  thus  lenient  in  consideration  of 
the  fact  that  the  prisoner  has  already  been  in  confinement  at  hard  labor 
for  three  months. 

2d.  Private  George  Goldstein,  Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Quitting  his  post,  in  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  George  Goldstein,  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  being  at  the  time  a  member  of  the  guard, 
having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel  on  post  No.  3,  did  quit  his 
post  without  being  regularly  relieved.  This  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  November  8th,  1872,  between  the 
hours  of  11  o’clock  p.  m.  and  1  o’clock  A.  M.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.”  ‘ 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,  and  finds  him  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  Goldstein, 
Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  five  (5)  dol¬ 
lars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  one  month.”  The  Court  is  thus  lenient  in 
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consideration  of  the  fact  that  the  prisoner  has  already  been  confined  at 
hard  labor  five  (5)  months,  and  was  inexperienced  in  the  duties  of  a 
soldier. 

3d.  Private  Erastus  Glover,  Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Private  Erastus  Glover,  Company  ‘I,’  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  being  a  member  of  the  guard  and  duly  posted  as  a  sen¬ 
tinel,  did  quit  his  post  without  being  regularly  relieved.  This  at 
Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  hwi,”  Private  Erastus  Glorer, 
Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry. 

4th.  Private  Samuel  J.  Harris,  Company  “A,”  9th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Samuel  J.  Harris,  Company  ‘A,’  9tli 
Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  absent  himself  from  and  did  desert  said  service  on  or 
about  the  19th  day  of  September,  1870,  and  did  remain  absent 
until  he  surrendered  himself  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  26th  day  of  October,  1872.  All  this  on  the  days  and  dates 
above  mentioned.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Samuel  J.  Harris f 
Company  “A,”  9th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  Unitid  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due  him,  except  the  just  dues  of  the 
laundress ;  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  place  as  the  Commanding 
General  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  years,  at  the  expiration  of 
which  time  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  .the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Edward  Ryan,  Company  “  F,”  and  George  Goldstein,  Company 
“A,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 
They  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Eraslus  Glover,  Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and 
restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Samuel  J.  Hands,  Company  “A,”  9th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


o.  c.  m. 


Private  Edward  Comerford,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  21,  1873. 


General  Orders  t 
No.  43.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  52,  current  series 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Edward  Ball,  2d 
Cavalry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried 

Private  Edward  Comerford,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Edward  Comerford,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘A,’  7th  Infantry,  did  submit  the  following  letter  to  his 
Commanding  Officer,  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th  Infantry  : 

‘Fort  Ellis,  M.  T., 

1  August  24,  1872. 

‘D.  P.  Hancock, 

‘  Copt.  Com’g  Company  '  A,’  1th  Infantry , 

‘Fort  Ellis.  At.  T. 

‘Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  I  first  enlisted  in  the  U.  S. 
Army  in  January,  1845,  and  have  served  continually  since  that  date,  ex¬ 
cepting  three  years  and  five  months  immediately  succeeding  my  first  en¬ 
listment,  consequently  I  am  about  completing  my  twenty-fourth  (24) 
year  of  faithful  service. 

‘The  treatment  which  I  have  lately  received  from  you  has  been,  if 
not  cruel,  to  say  the  least,  most  ungenerous.  Your  repeated  sarcastical 
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insults  and  general  demeanor  to  me.  indicate  a  principle  very  unlike 
that  which  induces  men  to  become  old  soldiers,  and  which,  in  my  hum¬ 
ble  opinion,  should  not  be  allied  to  a  graduate  of  W  est  Point. 

‘  On  the  19th  of  last  month  I  tore  off  my  sergeant’s  stripes  and  gave 
them  to  you,  for  which  you  had  me  tried  on  the  IlOth  of  the  same  month, 
and  the  result  was,  as  a  matter  of  course,  my  reduction  to  the  ranks. 
I  thought  that  the  above  transaction  might  have  appeased  your  anger, 
as  it  left  room  for  the  appointment  of  some  one  of  your  favorites  to  the 
position  which  I  had  held.  However,  in  that  I  was  mistaken.  You 
still  continue  to  add  insult  to  injury,  until  patience  on  my  part  has 
ceased  to  be  a  virtue.  You  questioned  me  a  few  days  ago  in  relation  to 
my  service  in  the  8th  Infantry,  and  told  me  that  you  got  me  out  of  a 
scrape.  In  reply,  I  will  state  that  I  never,  during  my  live  (5)  years  in 
that  regiment,  got  into  a  dishonorable  scrape.  It  is  true  that  I  was  a 
member  of  a  battalion  of  the  8th  Infantry,  who  were  surrendered  in 
Texas  just  after  the  commencement  of  the  late  rebellion,  and  held  ns  a 
prisoner  of  war  for  a  period  of  twenty-two  (22)  months,  during  which 
time  I  contracted  a  disease  (black  scurvy),  the  effects  of  which  have 
rendered  my  power  of  mastication  quite  indifferent,  and  injured  severe¬ 
ly  my  delivery  of  speech.  Now,  sir,  if  you  call  that  a  scrape,  I  un¬ 
fortunately  have  to  plead  guilty.  I  now  have  to  resort  to  the  only 
means  by  which  I  can  lawfully  rid  myself  of  your  tyranny,  by  respect¬ 
fully  requesting  my  discharge,  with  a  view  of  entering  the  soldiers’ 

‘  I  will  now  endeavor  to  prove  by  making  no  further  comments  on 
matters  which  might  concern  you,  that  although  being  poor  and  badly 
treated,  I  still  can  be  generous. 

’  I  can  almost  anticipate  your  endorsements.  However,  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  confute  any  remarks  derogatory  to  my  general  character,  which 
personal  animosity  may  tempt  to  dictate. 

‘  My  chance  of  leaving  here  before  winter  sets  in,  depends  greatly  on 
early  action  in  this  case. 

‘  I  am,  sir, 

‘  Very  respectfully, 

‘  Your  obedient  servant, 

(Signed.)  'Edward  Comkrkord, 

•  Private,  Company  *  A,’  1th  Infantry.' 

and  further,  when  told  by  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th  Infantry, 
that  the  above  letter  was  so  disrespectful  in  tone  that  it  would 
not  be  forwarded,  did  reply  :  ‘  I  will  then  send  it  direct  to  the 

Adjutant  General,’  in  a  defiant  and  disrespectful  manner.  All 
this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T..  on  or  about  August  24,  1872.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  to  the  words,  ‘in  a  defiant 
and  disrespectful  manner,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edivard  Com- 
er/ord,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  per  iod  of  four  months.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Edward  Comerford,  Company  “  A,”  7th  Infantry,  are  ap¬ 
proved,  but  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Court  the  sentence  is  re¬ 
mitted.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


' 

. 


Gr.  C-  M 


1.  Private  Robert  Whitmeyer,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Charles  Fullerton,  Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  22,  1873. 

General  Orders! 


No.  44. 


T... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  52,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th 
Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  Robert  Whitmeyer,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 


pline.” 


Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  lie,  Private  Robert  Whitmeyer,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  call  Corporal  Augustus  Wagner,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  a  son-of-a - -,  on  or  about  the  1st  day 

of  January,  1873.  This  in  the  company  quarters  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Robert  Whitmeyer,  ‘G’ 
Company,  2d  Cavalry,  did  strike  Corporal  Augustus  Wagner, 
Company  ‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  while  he  (Corporal  Wagner)  was  tak¬ 
ing  him  to  the  post  guard-house,  he  (Corporal  Wagner)  being  in 
the  proper  execution  of  his  office.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T., 
on  or  about  the  first  day  of  January,  1873.” 


Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Robert  Whitmeyer,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  strike  Sergeant  John  R.  Nelson,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  2d  Cavalry,  sergeant  of  the  guard,  while  in  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  his  duty.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
first  day  of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court, .having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specifieatum,  “  Guilty,”  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto. 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Robert  Whit¬ 
meyer,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  be  confined  in  charge  of  the  post 
guard,  and  to  be  kept  at  hard  labor  for  the  period,  of  six  (6)  months .” 

2d.  Private  Charles  Fullerton,  Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge.- — “-Gonduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  Fullerton,  Company 
‘  L,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  assault  and  strike  Sergeant  Charles  C.  Drake, 
Company  ‘  L,’  2d  Cavalry,  the  said  Sergeant  Charles  C.  Drake 
being  then  in  the  proper  execution  of  his  duty.  This  at  Fort 
Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  3d  day  of  April,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  Fullerton,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  L,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  assault  and  strike  Private  Sipfle,  Com- 
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panv  ‘  F,’  2d  Cavalry,  he,  Sipfle,  being  then  endeavoring  to  aid 
Sergeant  Drake,  Company  ‘  L,’  2d  Cavalry,  in  the  execution  of 
his  duty.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  April  3,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  addueed,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Ful¬ 
lerton,  Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge 
of  the  post  guard,  for  the  period  of  six  months,  ami  to  forfeit  ten  dollars  of 
his  monthly  pay  for  the  same  period .” 

II... In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Robert  Whitmeyer,  Company 
“G,”  2d  Cavalry,  the  proceedings  and  findings  upon  the  1st  and  2d 
specifications,  are  approved.  What  opinion  the  Court  intended  to  ex¬ 
press  by  its  finding  upon  the  3d  specification,  is  not  clear.  It  can  hardly 
be  supposed  that  it  intended  to  say  that  striking  a  sergeant  of  the  guard 
while  in  the  execution  of  his  duty,  is  not  a  military  crime ;  and  yet  that 
is  the  strict  meaning  of  the  language  employed.  If  the  Court  was  of 
the  opinion  that  the  blow  given  Sergeant  Nelson  by  the  accused,  was  an 
accidental  one,  it  should  have  said  so,  or,  it  should  have  found  the  ac¬ 
cused  not  guilty  of  the  specification,  on  the  ground  that  the  essential 
element  of  malice  was  wanting.  The  finding  on  the  third  specification 
is  therefore  disapproved.  The  sentence  is  approved,  but,  upon  the 
recommendation  of  seven  members  of  the  Court,  it  is  remitted.  Pri¬ 
vate  Whitmeyer  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 
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The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Charles  Fullerton,  Company  “  L,’’  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T., 
by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  52,  current  series,  from 
these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th  Infan¬ 
try,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


OFFICIAL  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  6'.  A. 


a.  c. 


Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  May  23,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  45.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  231,  series  of 

1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  J.  M.  J.  Sanno, 

7th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: 

Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  ‘B,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  offer  violence  towards  his  superior  officer,  2d  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Charles  A.  Booth,  7th  Infantry,  being  in  the  execution  of 
his  office  as  officer  of  the  day,  by  drawing  back  his  clenched  fist 
with  the  intent  to  strike  the  said  2d  Lieutenant  Charles  A. 
Booth.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  6th  day  of  Novem¬ 
ber,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  :  that  he,  Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  ‘B,’  7  th 
Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  charge  of  the  guard,  having  been 
ordered  by  Sergeant  Robert  A.  Miller,  Company  ‘B,’  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  he  being  sergeant  of  the  guard,  to  come  out  of  the  prison- 


room  of  the  guard-house,  did  refuse  to  obey  the  said  order.  This 
at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  6th  day  of  December,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In :  that  he,  Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  1 B,’  7th 
Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  charge  of  the  guard,  did  offer  vi¬ 
olence  against,  and  strike  in  the  face  with  his  clenched  fist,  Ser¬ 
geant  Robert  A.  Miller,  Company  ‘  B,’  7tli  Infantry,  the  said 
Sergeant  Miller  being  at  the  time  in  the  performance  of  his 
duty  as  sergeant  of  the  guard.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on 
the  6th  day  of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.”  • 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Arthur  Stevens, 
Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  din- 
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charged  from  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  and  then  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  two  years,  with 
a  ball  weighing  not  less  than  twenty-four  pounds  attached  to  his  right  leg  by  a 
chain  three  feet  long.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Arthur  Stevens,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  Generai,  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  Gen  ml. 

official: 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


■ 


Gt.  C.  M. 


1.  Sergeant  (late  1st  Sergeant)  Arthur  J.  Smith,  Co.  “  D,”  17tli  Tnfy. 

2.  Private  Orlando  II.  Marsh,  Company  “  D,”  17th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTKRS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  24,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  46.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IT,  Special  Orders  No.  220, 
series  of  1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Col¬ 
onel  William  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned 
and  tried : 

1st.  Sergeant  (late  1st  Sergeant)  Arthur  J.  Smith,  Co.  “  D,”  17th  Inf’y. 

Charge. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
ci  pline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Sergeant  (late  1st  Sergeant)  Arthur  J. 
Smith,  Company  ‘  D,’  17th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  steal,  take, 
and  carry  away,  with  intent  to  convert  to  his  own  use  and  bene¬ 
fit,  from  the  person  of  1st  Sergeant  Alfred  F.  Funk,  Company 
‘K,’  6th  Infantry,  the  sum  of  seventy-two  (72)  dollars  and  sixty 
(60)  cents,  the  property  of  the  said  1st  Sergeant  Alfred  F.  Funk. 
This  at  Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.,  on  the  14th  day  of  November, 
1872.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,"  Sergeant,  (late  1st  Ser¬ 
geant)  Arthur  J.  Smith,  Company  “  D,”  17th  Infantry. 

2d.  Private  Orlando  II.  Marsh,  Company  “  D,”  17th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Orlando  H.  Marsh,  Company 
‘  D,’  17th  Infantry,  did,  with  the  intention  to  desert  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  feloniously  and  burglariously  break  open  a 
government  stable,  and  attempt  to  steal  therefrom  a  horse  be¬ 
longing  to  the’United  States.  This  at  Camp  Hancock,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  20th  day  of  November,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Orlando  H‘ 
Marsh,  Company  “  D,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in 
charge  of  a  guard,  for  the  period  of  six  months." 
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3d.  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry. 
Charge.— “  Drunkenness  on  duty.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company  *  B,» 
6th  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  did  become  so 
much  under  the  influence  of  intoxicating  liquor,  as  to  render 
him  unable  to  perform  his  duty.  This  at  Fort  McKeen,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  night  of  November  28,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  .os  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  S.  Duggan, 
Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of 
a  guard,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Sergeant  (late  1st  Sergeant)  Arthur  J.  Smith,  Company  “  D,”  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  are  approved.  Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release 
from  arrest  and  restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Orlando  H.  Marsh, 
Company  “  D,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved,  but  the  evidence  in  this 
case  leaves  room  for  a  reasonable  doubt  of  the  prisoner’s  guilt.  To  the 
benefit  of  this  doubt  the  prisoner  is  entitled.  The  findings  and  sen¬ 
tence  are  therefore  disapproved.  Private  Marsh  will  be  released  from 
confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri- 


vate  James  S.  Duggan,  Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  but 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Court,  the  sentence  is  remitted.  He 
will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  220, 
series  of  1872,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Col¬ 
onel  William  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dis¬ 
solved. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


Gr.  C. 


1.  Private  Jeremiah  Kieley,  Company  “  C,”  6th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Gottlieb  Gruber,  Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  26,  1873. 

General  Orders  t 
No.  47.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  V,  Special  Orders  No.  47, 
current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Col¬ 
onel  William  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned 
and  tried : 

1st.  Private  Jeremiah  Kieley,  Company  “  C,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “  That  Private  Jeremiah  Kieley,  Company  ‘  C,’  6th  Infan¬ 
try,  did  feloniously  take,  steal  and  carry,  or  cause  to  be  felonious¬ 
ly  taken,  stolen  and  carried  away,  one  flannel  sack  coat,  lined, 
the  property  of  Private  George  W.  Crahs,  of  ‘  C  ’  Company,  6th 
Infantry,  and  of  the  value  of  two  and  thirteen  one-hundredths 
($2.13)  dollars,  more  or  less.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  3d  day  of  February,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

A 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Jeremiah  Kidey, 
Company  “  C,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  his  monthly 
pay  for  one  month,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  a  guard, 
for  the  same  period.” 

2d.  Private  Gottlieb  Grubd',  Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Gottlieb  Gruber,  Company 
‘  B,’  6th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  31st  day  of  January,  1873,  and  did  re¬ 
main  absent  therefrom  until  apprehended  at  or  near  Edwinton, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  February  1st,  1873.  All  this  at  or  near  the 
places  and  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘and  did  desert,’ 
substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘and  did  absent  himself  from,’  of  the 
excepted  portion,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,”  but ‘Guilty  of  absence  without 
leave.’  ” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Gottlieb  Gruber, 
Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  his  monthly 
pay  for  one  month,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  for  the  same  period,  in 
charge  of  a  guard.” 


11. . .The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Jeremiah  Kieley,  Company  “  C,”  and  Gottlieb  Gruber,  Company 
“  B,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  exe¬ 
cuted. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  V,  Special  Orders  No.  47,  cur¬ 
rent  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel 
William  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


■ 


a.  o.  m. 


1.  Private  Jens  Peterson,  Company  “  H,”  7tli  Infantry. 

2.  Private  William  Lee,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Michael  Morton,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Andrew  J.  Sherman,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  (late  Corporal)  August  Schaffer,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Inf’y. 

6.  Private  George  W.  Black,  Company  “E,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  28,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  48.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  32,  current  series 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gil¬ 
bert,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  Jens  Peterson,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Drunkenness  on  duty.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Jens  Peterson,  Company  ‘H,’  7th 
U.  S.  Infantry,  having  been  detailed  on  duty  as  ‘  kitchen  police,’ 
did  become  drunk.  This  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
2 2d  day  of  December,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  Jens  Peterson,  Company  ‘  H,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did,  without  provocation,  strike  Private  Yon 
Thianich,  Company  ‘  H,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  a  member  of  the 
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post  guard.  This  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d 
day  of  December,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Jens  Peterson,  Company  ‘H,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  assault  Private  Robert  H.  Sanborn,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  H,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  with  a  knife,  and  with  intent  to 
kill  or  severely  injure  the  said  Private  Robert  H.  Sanborn,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘H,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  without  any  provocation  what¬ 
ever  on  the  part  of  the  said  Private  Robert  H.  Sanborn.  This  at 
Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of  December,  1872.” 


Specification  III. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Jens  Peterson,  Company  ‘  H,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  to  the  guard-house  by 
Corporal  George  Middleton,  Company  ‘  H,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry, 
acting  sergeant  of  the  guard,  did  reply  in  the  following  language, 

i.  e. :  ‘I  will  not  go  with  you,  you  son-of-a-b - ,’  and  did  then 

attempt  to  take  his  musket  from  him,  the  said  Corporal  George 
Middleton,  acting  sergeant  of  the  guard,  being  at  the  time  in  the 
execution  of  his  duty.  This  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  22d  day  of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 


The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  and  with  intent 
to  kill  or  seriously  injure  the  said  Private  Robert  II.  Sanborn,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  H,’  7tli  Infantry,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  letter  ‘  b,’  and  the  dash 
following.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him.  Private  Jens  Peterson, 
Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge 
of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of 
six  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  the  sum  of  five  dollars  per 
month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  same  period.’' 

2d.  Private  William  Lee,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  William  Lee,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  in  violation  of  the  following  regularly  published  order : 

‘Company  *B,’7th  Infantry, 

‘Fort  Benton ,  M.  T„  November  80,  1872. 

‘Company  Orders  1 
‘  No.  23.  / 

‘II. ..No  enlisted  man  of  his  company  will  introduce  into  the  post  of 
his  company,  or  keep  in  his  possession,  intoxicating  liquor  of  any  de¬ 
scription. 

(Signed.)  ‘  James  H.  Bradley, 

‘  1st  Lieutenant ,  '1th  Infantry , 

‘  Commanding  Company.’ 

did  introduce  into  the  post  of  his  company,  and  did  have  in  his 
possession,  a  bottle  of  whiskey.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on 
the  10th  day  of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  ‘guilty  of  conduct  prejudi¬ 
cial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.’  ” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  Lee, 

Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of 

the  guard,  for  the  period  of  five  days.” 

3d.  Private  Michael  Morton,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Michael  Morton,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  was  found  drunk  while  a  member  of  the  post  guard. 
This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  Jan¬ 
uary,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  99th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Private  Michael  Morton,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  while  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  and  a  sentinel  on 
post,  did  strike  and  break  several  panes  of  glass  and  a  window 
sash,  in  two  windows  of  a  set  of  officers’  quarters  building  at  the 
post.  This  willfully  and  maliciously  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  7th  day  of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


To  the  Specification,  11  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  *  and  a  window  sash 
in  two  windows,’  and  the  words,  ‘  willfully  and  maliciously,’  and  of 
these  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Mor¬ 
ton,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge, 
of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  six  months.” 

4th.  Private  Andrew  J.  Shennan,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In :  that  he,  Private  Andrew  J.  Sherman,  Company  ‘B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  said  service  on  the  22d  day  of  No¬ 
vember,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  therefrom  until  appre¬ 
hended  in  the  town  of  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  23d  day  of 
November,  1872.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  word,  ‘desert,’  substitut¬ 
ing  therefor  the  words,  ‘  absent  himself  without  leave,’  and  of  the  ex¬ 
cepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  ‘Guilty  of  absence  without 
leave.’  ” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Andrew  J.  Sher¬ 
man,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  eight 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  one  month." 

5th.  Private  (late  Corporal)  August  Schaffer,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Inf’y. 
Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  (late Corporal)  August  Schaffer, 
Company  ‘  I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  on  being  ordered  from  a  bar¬ 
room  by  1st  Lieutenant  Wm.  I.  Reed,  7th  Infantry,  officer  of  the 
day,  did  refuse  to  go,  and  did  remain  in  and  near  the  said  bar¬ 
room  until  the  sergeant  of  the  guard  was  called  for  by  the  said 
Lieutenant  Reed,  officer  of  the  day.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T., 
on  the  24th  day  of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  ‘  Guilty  of  conduct  to  the 
prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline.’  ” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  (late  Corporal) 

August  Schaffer,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United 

States  ten  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  three  months, 

and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his 

company  may  be  serving,  for  the  same  period.” 

6th.  Private  George  W.  Black,  Company  “  E,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  George  W-  Black,  an  enlisted  soldier 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  private  of  Company  ‘  E,’ 
7th  Infantry,  United  States  Army,  did  desert  the  said  service 
from  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  June,  1872, 
and  did  remain  absent  from  said  service  until  apprehended  at 
Silver  City,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  June,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  George  W.  Black,  private  Company 
‘  E,’  7th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the 
post  guard,  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  did  desert  his  post,  and  leave  it 
before  being  regularly  relieved.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  24th  day  of  June,  1872.” 

Charge  III. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  George  W.  Black,  private  Company 
‘  E,’  7th  Infantry,  did  steal  and  carry  away  one  Springfield 
breech-loading  rifle,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
which  1st  Lieutenant  W.  I.  Reed,  7th  Infantry,  is  responsible. 
This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  June, 
1872.” 

Additional  Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  George  W.  Black,  private  Company 
*  E,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of 
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the  United  States,  did  desert  said  service  on  or  about  the  1st  day 
of  October,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  at 
Deer  Lodge  City,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  January* 
1873.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Additional  Charge. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


Charge  I. 

the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Additional  Charge. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  W. 
Black,  Company  “E,”  7  th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all 
pay  and  allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  from  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  and  then  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor  in  such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may 
designate,  for  the  period  of  five  years." 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases 
of  Privates  Jens  Peterson,  Company  “  H,”  and  Michael  Morton,  Company 
“B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  William  Lee,  Company  “  B,”  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  the  charge  is  “  Disobedience  of  orders.”  The  specification  is 
the  simplest  amplification  of  the  charge,  setting  out  only  the  particular 
order  disobeyed.  A  finding  of  guilty  of  the  specification,  therefore, 
compels  a  finding  of  guilty  of  the  charge.  The  latter  is  the  logical  se¬ 
quence  of  the  former,  and  there  is  no  escape  from  it ;  and  yet  the  Court, 
after  a  plea  of  guilty  to  both  charge  and  specification,  finds  the  accused 
guilty  of  the  specification,  but  not  guilty  of  the  charge ;  that  is  to  say — 
guilty  of  disobeying  an  order,  and  not  guilty  of  disobeying  an  order. 
Still  further,  the  Court,  while  finding  the  accused  not  guilty  of  the 
charge  of  disobedience  of  orders,  finds  him  guilty  of  conduct  prejudi¬ 
cial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.  Now  the  act  of  the  accused, 
which  is  the  basis  of  the  charge,  unless  done  in  violation  of  orders,  is 
not  conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline  at  all.  It 
is  not  a  military  offense,  unless  forbidden  by  competent  authority,  and 
if  forbidden  by  competent  authority,  it  is  a  disobedience  of  orders.  A 
more  illogical  finding  than  this,  it  has  never  been  the  fortune  of  the  re¬ 
viewing  authority  to  see.  To  him  it  appears  to  be  purely  arbitrary, 
unsupported  by  law,  reason,  or  common  sense.  It  and  the  sentence  are 
therefore  disapproved.  Private  Lee  will  be  released  from  confinement 
and  restored  to  duty. 
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The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Andrew  J.  Sherman,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  .approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  restored  to  duty. 

In  the  case  of  Private  (late  Corporal)  August  Schaffer,  Company 
“I,”  7th  Infantry,  the  proceedings  are  disapproved.  The  finding  to 
the  specification  is  approved,  but  the  finding  of  the  Court  to  the 
charge  is  disapproved.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Commanding  General, 
the  offense  charged  does  constitute  a  violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War. 
The  sentence  is  disapproved  and  set  aside.  Private  (late  Corporal) 
August  Schaffer,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry,  will  be  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  senteuce  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  George  W.  Black,  Company  “  E,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The 
sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take  effect 
at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified,  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at  Still¬ 
water,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

By  Command  of  Brigadiek  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

official: 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  31,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  49.  / 

Commanding  Officers  of  companies  of  Infantry  in  this  Department 
which  are  partially  or  wholly  armed  with  either  the  Remington,  Sharp, 
or  Ward-Burton  experimental  arms,  will  at  once  forward  requisitions 
for  such  number  of  the  Springfield  breech-loading  rifle  musket — which 
has  been  adopted  for  the  military  service — as  may  be  required  to  fully 
arm  the  company  therewith.  On  receipt  of  the  Springfield,  the  ex¬ 
perimental  arms  will  be  turned  over  to  the  Quartermaster’s  Department 
for  transportation  to  the  nearest  arsenal. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  Genual. 


Captain,  6th  Infantry . 


’ 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Christian  Schlegel,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  William  S.  Brown,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Charles  Strong,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  4,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  50.  J 

I...  Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  32,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gil¬ 
bert,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : 

1st.  Private  Christian  Schlegel,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Christian  Schlegel,  of  Company  ‘G,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  same  while  his  company  was  en 
route  to  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  May, 
1872,  and  remained  absent  until  apprehended  near  or  at  Deer 
Lodge  City,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  4th  day  of  February,  1873. 
This  near  Helena,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  date  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea  of 
the  accused,  and  fincls  him  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Christian  Schlegel, 
Company  “  G,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Slates  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
in  such  military  prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  until 
July  1st,  1875,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  and  drummed  out  of  the 
United  States  military  service." 

2d.  Private  William  S.  Brown,  Company  “  G,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  William  S.  Brown,  Company 
‘G,’  7th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  into  the  military 
service  of  the  United  States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Camp  Baker, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  March,  1872,  and  did  remain 
absent  from  his  company  and  post  until  apprehended  and  brought 
back,  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  May,  1872.” 

Additional  Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In :  that  Private  William  S.  Brown,  of  Company  ‘  G,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  said  service  on  or  about  the  1st  day 
of  October,  1872,  by  escaping  from  confinement  while  awaiting 
trial  by  a  General  Court  Martial,  and  did  remain  absent  until 
apprehended  at  or  near  Deer  Lodge  City,  on  or  about  the  4th 
day  of  February,  1873.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
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To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Additional  Charge. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Additional  Charge. 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  S. 
Brown,  Company  “  G,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all 
pay  and  allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor  in  such  military  pinson  as  the  Department  Commander  may  desig¬ 
nate,  until  March  1st,  1875,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from  the 
United  States  military  service.” 


3d.  Private  Charles  Strong,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 


Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Charles  Strong,  Company  ‘G,’  7th 
Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  on  or  about  the  19th  day  of  July, 
1872,  near  Helena,  M.  T.,  while  en  route  with  his  company  from 
Fort  Shaw  to  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  and  did  remain  absent  there¬ 
from  as  a  deserter  until  apprehended  at  Helena,  M.  T.,  on  or 
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about  the  25th  day  of  March,  1873.  All  this  at  the  places  and 
on  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Charles  Strong,  Company  ‘G,’  7  th 
Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  carry  away  and  appropriate 
to  his  own  use,  one  (1)  breech-loading  rifled  musket,  calibre  .50, 
model  of  1868,  one  (1)  cartridge  belt,  and  one  hundred  (100) 
centre-primed  metallic  cartridges,  property  of  the  United  States, 
for  which  Captain  George  L.  Browning,  7th  Infantry,  was  re¬ 
sponsible.  All  this  at  Helena,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  19th  day 
of  July,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words  and  figures,  ‘  one 
hundred,  (100),’  and  substituting  therefor  the  word  ‘  forty.’  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Strong, 
Company  “  G,”  7  th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
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allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged 
from  the  United  States  military  service,  and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
in  such  ‘penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  until  the 
30th  day  of  June,  1878.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Christian  Schlegel,  Company  “  G,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  William 
S.  Brown,  Company  “  G,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  the  findings  under  the  2d  charge,  which  are  disapproved.  The 
sentence,  however,  is  approved,  and  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Charles  Strong,  Company  “G,” 7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The 
sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take  ef¬ 
fect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified,  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison,  at  Still¬ 
water,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  c.  M. 


1.  Principal  Musician  Harry  Emmett,  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Thomas  W.  Graham,  Company  “  C,”  17th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Daniel  Flynn,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Richard  Kelly,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  James  Kelly,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  11,  1873. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  51.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  65,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden, 
17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : 

1st.  Principal  Musician  Harry  Emmett,  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Harry  Emmett,  Principal  Musician, 
17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  go  to  and  enter  the  quarters  of  1st  Lieu¬ 
tenant  L.  M.  O’Brien,  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  and  did  then  and 
there  create  a  disturbance,  by  drawing  a  pistol  upon  Davis 
Harris,  the  private  servant  of  said  1st  Lieutenant  L.  M.  O’Brien, 
17th  Infantry,  and  did  threaten  to  shoot  him,  the  said  Davis 
Harris.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  March  8th,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Ifamy  Emmett,  Principal  Musician, 
17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  draw  a  pistol  upon  one  Davis  Harris, 
the  private  servant  of  1st  Lieutenant  L.  M.  O’Brien,  17th  In- 
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fantry,  and  did  cock  the  same  and  threaten  to  shoot  him,  the 
said  Davis  Harris.  This  at  the  quarters  of  1st  Lieutenant  L.  M. 
O’Brien,  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  and  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of 
March,  1873,  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Principal  Musician 
Harry  Emmett,  17th  Infantry,  “  To  be  reduced  to  the  ranks  of  a  private 
soldier." 

2d.  Private  Thomas  IF.  Graham,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  Private  Thomas  IF.  Graham,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
17th  Infantry,  U.  S.  A.,  having  been  regularly  mounted  as  one  of 
the  police  guard,  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  and  regularly  detailed  in 
charge  of  three  prisoners,  Privates  Kavanagh,  McLoughlin,  and 
McPold,  Company  ‘  B,’  17th  Infantry,  who,  for  desertion,  had 
been  sentenced  to  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  and  at  this 
time  the  three  prisoners  above  named  were  undergoing  sentence, 
and  were  sent  out  to  labor  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  this  sentence,  and  the  said  Private  Thomas  TP.  Graham,  Com¬ 
pany  1  C,’  17th  Infantry,  while  sentinel,  having  charge  of  the 
said  prisoners  above  named,  working  about  the  post  of  Fort  Rice, 
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D.  T.,  did  permit  said  prisoners  to  partake  of  intoxicating  liquor, 
and  did  return  the  said  prisoners  to  the  guard-house,  about  11 
A.  m.,  all  of  them  intoxicated  ;  McPold  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable 
to  stand,  and  McLoughlin  and  Kavanagh  unfitted  for  the  proper 
performance  of  their  duties,  by  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquor» 
the  intoxicating  liquor  causing  said  prisoners  to  be  noisy  and  in¬ 
subordinate.  All  this  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  fore¬ 
noon  of  February  8th,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  TP 
Graham,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
ten  (10)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  two  months." 

3d.  Private  Daniel  Flynn,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Daniel  Flynn,  Company  ‘  F, 
17th  Infantry,  did,  without  permission  from  proper  authority, 
and  in  violation  of  General  Orders  No.  8,  headquarters  Fort 
Rice,  D.  T.,  of  February  19th,  1873,  visit  the  quarters  of  the 
Indian  scouts,  between  the  hours  of  9  and  10  o’clock  P.  M.,  on 
the  night  of  the  19th  day  of  March,  1873.  This  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  time  above  specified.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
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To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Daniel  Flynn, 
Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  (5) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  two  months.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient,  in 
consideration  of  the  good  character  of  the  prisoner,  and  the  length  of  time  he 
has  already  been  confined  in  the  guard-house.” 


4th.  Private  Richard  Kelly,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  the  said  Richard  Kelly ,  a  private  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘F,’  17th  Infantry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  mil¬ 
itary  service  of  the  United  States,  did  visit  the  vicinity  of  the 
Indian  Shacks,  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of 
March  31,  1873.  This  in  disobedience  of  General  Orders  No.  8, 
dated  headquarters  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  February  19,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Richard  Kelly, 
“  F  ”  Company,  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  (5)  dol¬ 
lars  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  two  months.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient,  in 
consequence  of  his  previous  good  character.” 

5th.  Private  James  Kelly,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  the  said  James  Kelly,  a  private  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  17tli  Infantry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  mil¬ 
itary  service  of  the  United  States,  did  visit  the  vicinity  of  the 
Indian  Shacks,  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of 
March  31,  1873.  This  in  disobedience  of  General  Orders  No.  8, 
dated  headquarters  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  February  19,  1873?” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Kelly,  “  F  ” 
Company,  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  (5)  dollars 
per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  two  months.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient,  in 
consequence  of  his  previous  good  character.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Principal  Musician  Harry  Emmett,  17th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  arrest 
and  restored  to  duty  as  a  private. 
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The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Thomas  W.  Graham,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
but,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Court,  the  sentence  is  remitted. 
He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Daniel  Flynn,  Richard  Kelly  and  James  Kelly,  Company  “  F,” 
17th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 
They  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 


official: 


Hv  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  Gentral. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Edward  Leonhard,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Charles  E.  Bou-en,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  12,  1873. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  52.  f 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  32,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  1st  Lieutenant  William  I. 
Reed,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  Eduard  Leonhard,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Mutiny,  in  violation  of  the  7th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Edward  Leonhard,  a  private  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  begin,  or  cause  and  join  in  a 
mutiny  in  Company  ‘  I,’  7tli  U.  S.  Infantry,  and,  in  the  execution 
or  furtherance  of  which,  he,  the  said  Ijeonhard,  did  resist  the 
lawful  authority  of  his  superiors,  1st  Sergeant  William  Neabuhr 
and  Sergeant  Milden  H.  Wilson,  of  Company  ‘I,’  7th  U.  S.  In¬ 
fantry;  and  did,  with  his  fist,  strike  said  1st  Sergeant  Neabuhr 
and  said  Sergeant  Wilson,  and  did  repeatedly  strike  with  his 
fist  said  Sergeant  Wilson  ;  said  1st  Sergeant  Neabuhr  and  said 
Sergeant  Wilson  being  in  the  execution  of  their  office,  endeav¬ 
oring  to  quell  the  disorderly  conduct  of  the  said  Leonhard,  and 
other  soldiers.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th 
day  of  December,  A.  D.  1872.” 


Charge  II. — “  Violation  of  the  8th  Article  of  War.’ 


Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Edward  Leonhard ,  a  private  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  present  at  a  mutiny  in  Com¬ 
pany  ‘I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  fail  to  use  his  utmost  endeavors 
to  suppress  the  same.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  24th  day  of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  Leonhard, 
Company  “  I,”  7tli  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  and  then  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor,  in  such  place  as  the  Commanding  General,  or  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States,  shall  designate,  for  the  period  of  ten  years,  wearing 
a  ball,  weighing  not  less  than  twenty-four  pounds,  attached  to  his  left  leg  by  a 
chain  three  feet  long." 
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2d.  Private  Charles  E.  Bowen,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Mutiny,  in  violation  of  the  7th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  E.  Bowen,  a  private 
of  Company ‘I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  join  in  a  mutiny  in 
Company  ‘I,’  7th  U.  &  Infantry,  and,  in  the  execution  or  fur¬ 
therance  of  which,  he,  the  said  Bowen,  did  resist  the  lawful  au¬ 
thority  of  his  superior,  Sergeant  Milden  H.  Wilson,  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  I,’ 7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  and  did,  with  his  fist,  strike  said 
Sergeant  Wilson  a  severe  blow  in  the  face,  said  Sergeant  Wilson 
being  at  the  time  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  endeavoring  to 
■quell  the  disorderly  conduct  of  the  said  Bowen,  and  other  sol¬ 
diers.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of 
December,  1872.” 

Charge  II.— “  Violation  of  the  8th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Charles  E.  Bowen,  a  private  of  Company 
‘I,'  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  present  at  a  mutiny  in  Company 
‘I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  fail  to  use  his  utmost  endeavors  to 
suppress  the  same.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
24th  day  of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles E.  Bowen, 
Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  alt  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  and  then  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor,  in  such  place  as  the  Commanding  General,  or  President 
of  the  United  Stuies,  shall  designate,  for  the  period  of  five  years,  wearing  a 
ball  weighing  not  less  than  tweniy-f our  pounds,  attached  to  his  left  leg  by  a 
chain  three  feet  long.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Edward  Leonhard  and  Charles  E.  Bowen,  Company  “  I,”  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort 
Shaw,  M.  T.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  IJ.  S.  A. 


Gr.  O.  M. 


1.  Private  Edward  O’Brien,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Daniel  Blanchard,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 

3.  Private  John  Harris,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  16,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  53.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  61,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  J.  Dickey,  22d  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : 

1st.  Private  Edward  O'Brien,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this  :  that  he.  Private  Edward  O’Brien,  Company 
‘  E,’  22d  Infantry,  having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel  over  the 
hay  stacks,  was  found  by  2d  Lieutenant  J.  E.  Macklin,  22d  In¬ 
fantry,  officer  of  the  day,  lying  on  some  hay,  asleep.  All  this  at 
Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  14th  day  of  March,  1873,  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  12  and  1  o’clock  A.  m.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he.  Private  Edward  O’Brien,  Company 
*  E,’  22d  Infantry,  having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel  over  the 
hay  stacks,  did  quit  his  post  and  enter  the  hay  yard,  and  was 
found  there  asleep  by  2d  Lieutenant  J.  E.  Macklin,  22d  Infan- 


2 


try,  officer  of  the  day.  All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  14th  day  of  March,  1873,  between  the  hours  of  12  and  1 
o’clock  A.  M.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  O'Brien, 
Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  for  six  months, 
under  charge  of  the  guard,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  ten  dollars  of 
his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  the  same  period .” 


2d.  Private  Daniel  Blanchard,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Daniel  Blanchard,  Company 
‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  of  the  United  States 
Army,  did  desert  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  remain  ab¬ 
sent  therefrom  until  apprehended  and  arrested  at  or  near  Fort 
Thompson,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of  March,  1873.  All 
this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  March, 
1873.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


3 


To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Daniel  Blanchard, 
Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  to  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  such  prison 
as  the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  three  years.” 

3d.  Private  John  Harris,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  John  Hairis,  Company  *  F,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  make  an  assault  upon,  with  intent  to  violate 
the  person  of  one  Mrs.  R.  M.  Rowell,  the  servant  of  1st  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Wm.  Conway,  22d  Infantry.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort 
Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  evening  of  April  30,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  the  said  Private  John  Harris,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  did  assault,  and  attempt  through  force 
to  violate  the  chastity  of  one  Mrs.  R.  M.  Rowell,  the  servant  of 
1st  Lieutenant  Wm.  Conway,  22d  Infantry.  All  this  at  or  near 
Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  evening  of  April  30,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  the  said  Private  John  Harris, 
Company  ‘F,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  in  attempting  to  rape  the  per¬ 
son  of  one  Mrs.  R.  M.  Rowell,  the  servant  of  1st  Lieutenant 
Wm.  Conway,  22d  Infantry,  tear  the  clothes  off,  bodily  bruise, 
and  otherwise  maltreat  the  said  Mrs.  R.  M.  Rowell,  to  the  prej- 


udice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline.  All  this  at  Fort 
Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  evening  of  April  30,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  with  intent  to 
violate  the  person,’  of  the  excepted  portion,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  and  attempt 
through  force  to  violate  the  chastity  of,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not 
Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  in  attempting 
to  rape  the  person  of  one  Mrs.  R.  M.  Rowell,  the  servant  of  1st  Lieu¬ 
tenant  William  Conway,  22d  Infantry,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not 
Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Harris, 
Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge 
of  the  guard,  for  three  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  Slates  ten  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  six  months.'’ 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Edward  O'Brien,  Company  “  E,”  and  John  Harris,  Company 
“  F,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  exe¬ 
cuted. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Daniel  Blanchard,  Company  “F,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved. 
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The  sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take 
effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified, 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  is  designated  as 
the  place  of  confinement. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  21,  1873. 

General  Orders l 
No.  54.  | 

The  following  is  the  description  of  lands  reserved  for  military  pur¬ 
poses  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  situated  on  the  west  bank  of 
the  Missouri  river,  at  or  near  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  crossing 
of  the  same,  as  declared  by  His  Excellency,  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  under  date  of  February  11,  1873,  viz. : 

“  Said  military  reservation  will  be  the  area  enclosed  within  the  fol¬ 
lowing  described  boundary  lines:  Taking  for  the  initial  point  the 
southwest  corner  of  the  reservation,  on  Beaver  Dam  creek,  described  in 
General  Orders  No.  60,  dated  headquarters  Department  of  Dakota, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  13,  1872,  a  distance  shall  be  measured  off 
in  a  north  and  south  line,  due  south,  for  a  distance  of  one  (1)  mile; 
from  that  point  an  east  and  west  line  shall  be  measured  off,  due  east, 
until  it  intersects  the  Missouri  river ;  thence  to  the  mouth  of  Beaver 
Dam  creek  ;  thence  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

“In  addition  to  the  above  described  reservation,  the  island  in  the 
Missouri  river,  known  as  Sibley’s  Island,  is  also  reserved  for  military 
purposes.” 

“  Should  it  be  necessary  for  the  track  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  to  pass  over  any  portion  of  the  above  described  reservation,  the 
right  of  way  is  hereby  granted.” 

All  orders,  or  parts  of  orders,  heretofore  issued  from  any  source  what¬ 
ever,  conflicting  with  the  limits  of  the  above  described  reservations,  are 
hereby  declared  inoperative  and  void. 

The  Commanding  Officer  will  cause  the  initial  point  to  be  marked  by 
a  stone  monument. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  .4.  1).  C. 


. 

\ 

■ 


Gr.  C.  1 VI. 


H EADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  June  27,  1873. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  55.  / 

Paragraphs  I  and  II  of  General  Orders,  No. '5,  current  series,  from 
these  headquarters,  are  hereby  revoked. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  .1.  I).  ('. 


a.  c.  m. 


Sergeant  William  Miller,  Company  “FT,”  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  28,  1873. 

General,  Orders  ) 

No.  56.  | 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Pembina, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  42,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Loyd  Wheaton,  20th  Infantry, 
is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : 

Sergeant  William  Miller,  Company  “  H,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this  :  that  Sergeant  William  Miller,  Company  ‘  H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  while  encamped  with  an  escort  of  which  he  was 
in  charge,  did  knowingly  and  wittingly  aim  and  fire  off,  at  the 
person  of  Arnold  Schubert,  Company  ‘H,’  20th  Infantry,  four 
(4)  chambers  of  a  loaded  revolver,  with  intent  to  do  him  (Schu¬ 
bert)  bodily  harm.  This  at  the  post  of  Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T., 
August  31,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  Sergeant  William  Miller,  Company  ‘  H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  knowingly  and  wittingly  discharge  the  con¬ 
tents  of  one  (1)  chamber  of  a  loaded  revolver  at  Sergeant  Martin 
D.  Murray,  Company  1 II,’  6th  Infantry,  and  the  party  of  which 
he  (Murray)  was  in  charge,  with  the  intent  of  doing  bodily  harm 
to  one  or  more  of  the  party,  said  Sergeant  Martin  D.  Murray 


being  in  the  execution  of  his  duty,  and  under  orders  to  stop  the 
disturbance  at  the  camp  of  Sergeant  William  Miller.  This  at 
the  post  of  Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.,  August  31st,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.  Drunk  on 
duty.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Sergeant  William  Miller,  Company  ‘  H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  while  on  duty  in  charge  of  an  escort  for  protection 
of  a  Government  cattle  herd  (he  being  the  only  non-commissioned 
officer  of  the  escort),  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  render  him  unfit 
for  the  proper  discharge  of  his  duty.  This  at  the  post  of  Fort 
Stevenson,  D.  T.,  August  31st,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Sergeant  William  Miller, 
Company  “  H,”  20th  Infantry. 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Sergeant  William  Miller,  Company  “  H,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  arrest  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 

IH...The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Pembina, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  42,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Loyd  Wheaton,  20th  Infantry,  is 
President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


OFFICIAL: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  30,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  57.  i 

Subject  to  the  approval  of  the  proper  authorities,  all  the  islands  in 
Meneewaukan  or  Devil’s  Lake,  are  hereby  added  to  the  present  military 
reservation  of  Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  as  approved  by  the  President,  and 
announced  in  General  Orders  No.  55,  series  of  1869,  from  these  head¬ 
quarters. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m 


1.  Private  Samuel  J.  Harris,  Company  “  A,”  9th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Frederick  lioubel,  Battery  “A,”  3tl  Artillery. 

HKADQUA RTKKS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  1,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  58.  f 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
1).  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragrapli  II,  Special  Orders  No.  4G,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  Daniel 
Huston,  Jr.,  6th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried:— 

1st.  Private  Samuel  J.  Harris,  Company  “  A,”  9th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  22d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  Samuel  J.  Harris,  ‘A’  Company, 
9th  U.  S.  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  of  the  U.  S.  Army,  did 
enlist  in  the  General  Service  of  the  U.  S.  Army  under  the  name 
of  Charles  A.  Clifford,  without  having  received  a  proper  dis¬ 
charge  from  the  company  and  regiment  to  which  he  belonged. 
This  at  Indianapolis,  Indiana,  on  or  about  August  18,  1871.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced^  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 
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Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Samuel  J.  Harris, 

Company  “  A,”  9th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  place 

as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for  three  (3)  years.” 

2d.  Private  Frederick  Roubel,  Battery  “  A,”  3d  Artillery. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  Private  Frederick  Roubel,  Battery  ‘A,’  3d 
Artillery,  having  been  duly  enlisted  as  a  soldier  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States,  on  the  13th  day  of  September,  1870,  did  de¬ 
sert  said  service  on  or  about  the  3d  day  of  May,  1872,  at  Fort 
Monroe,  Va.,  and  did  so  remain  absent  until  he  surrendered  him¬ 
self  at  Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.,  on  the  1st  day  of  October,  1873. 
This  at  the  places  and  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — -“Violation  of  the  22d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Frederick  Roubel,  Battery  ‘  A,’ 
od  Artillery,  having  deserted  the  service  of  the  United  States, 
did  enlist  himself  in  the  General  Service  of  the  United  States 
under  the  assumed  name  of  Julius  Krause,  without  having 
been  properly  discharged  from  said  Battery  ‘A,’  3d  Artillery. 
This  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  on  or  about  the  4tli  day  of  May,  1872.” 

Charge  III. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  Frederick  Roubel,  Battery  *  A,’  3d 
Artillery,  did  take,  steal  and  carry  away,  from  the  quarters  of 
‘  F  ’  Company,  6th  Infantry,  with  intent  to  appropriate  to  his 
own  use,  one  (1)  Springfield  rifle  musket,  of  the  value  of  $21.63, 
one  hundred  and  five  (105)  metallic  cartridges,  of  the  value  of 
.$3.15,  one  (1)  gun-sling,  of  the  value  of  34  cents,  and  one  (1) 
screw-driver,  of  the  value  of  17  cents,  for  which  1st  Lieutenant 
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R.  H.  Day,  (3tli  Infantry,  is  accountable.  This  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  September,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty." 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Frederick  Roubel, 
Battery  “  A,”  3d  Artillery,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  to  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  luundress,  to 
be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  place  as  the  Department  Commander  may 

direct,  for  the  period  of  five  (5)  years,  and  then  to  he  dishonorably  discharged 
the  sendee  of  the  United  States.” 


11.. .  In  the  case  of  Private  Samuel  J.  Harris,  Company  “A,”  9th  In¬ 
fantry,  the  accused  has  already  been  tried  and  convicted  of  the  crime 
of  desertion.  His  sentence  was  approved,  and  ordered  to  be  carried  in¬ 
to  execution  by  General  Orders  No.  42,  current  series,  from  these  head¬ 
quarters,  May  20,  1873.  The  acts  charged  in  the  present  case  are  so 
closely  connected  with  the  desertion  of  which  he  has  already  been  con¬ 
victed,  that  together  they  form  but  one  substantial  offense,  and  there¬ 
fore  the  present  case  should  not  have  been  brought  to  trial.  The  pro¬ 
ceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  are  disapproved. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Frederick  lloubel,  Battery  “  A,"  3d  Artillery,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison,  at 
Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  46,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  Daniel 
Huston,  Jr.,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  James  Tydeman,  Troop  “H,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Frank  Cross,  Troop  “H,”  7th  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  Charles  C.  Cox,  Troop  “  H,”  7th  Cavalry. 

4.  Private  John  Carson,  Troop  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

5.  Private  Andrew  Conner,  Troop  “  A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

6.  Private  George  Cuthrie,  Troop  “  B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

7.  Private  David  II.  Wheeler,  Troop  “M,”  7th  Cavalry. 

8.  Private  William  F.  Butterfield,  Troop  “  B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

9.  Corporal  Philip  McHugh,  Troop  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

10.  Private  Richard  Cassidy,  Troop  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

11.  Private  Thomas  White,  Troop  “  B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

12.  Private  John  Foley,  Troop  “  K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

13.  Private  Henry  Black,  Troop  “  H,”  7th  Cavalry. 

14.  Private  John  Flanagan,  Troop  “  F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

15.  Private  John  Anderson,  Troop  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

16.  Private  James  Laird,  Troop  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  2,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  59.  i 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  80,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  V.  K.  Hart,  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

1st.  Private  James  Tydeman,  Troop  “  H,”  7th  Cavalry. 


Charge. — “  Desertion.” 
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Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  Tydeman,  'H'  Troop, 
7th  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  army  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Camp  Sturgis,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  22d  day  of  April,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested 
by  a  guard  at  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  and  brought  back  on  April  24, 
1873.  This  at  Camp  Sturgis,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  April  22d, 
1873” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Tydeman, 
“  H  ”  Troop,  7  th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and  al¬ 
lowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  the  just  dues  of  the  company 
tailor  and  laundress  excepted,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the 
United  Stales,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  such  military  prison  as 
the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  a  period,  of  four  (4)  years.” 

2d.  Private  Frank  Cross,  Troop  “  H,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Private  Frank  Cross,  Troop  ‘  II,’  7th  Cavalry, 
being  a  member  of  the  camp  guard,  did  become  drunk  while  on 
said  guard.  This  at  camp,  detachment  7th  Cavalry,  about  ten 
miles  from  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  May, 
1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him.  Private  Frank  Cross, 
Troop  “  H,"  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months,  and 
to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  length  of 

3d.  Private  Charles  C.  Cox,  Troop  “  H,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  C.  Cox,  Troop  ‘  H,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  army  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Camp  Sturgis,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  22d  day  of  April,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested 
by  a  guard  at  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  and  brought  back  on  April  24, 
1873.  This  at  Camp  Sturgis,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  date  above 
specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  C.  Cox, 
Troop  “H,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and  al¬ 
lowances  note  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  the  just  dues  of  the  company 
tailor  and  laundress  excepted,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  be  confined  at  such  military  prison  as  the  Department 
Commander  may  direct,  for  a  period  of  four  (4)  years.” 

4th.  Private  John  Carson,  Troop  “  B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Drunk  on  duty.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Carson,  Troop  ‘  B,’  7th 
Cavalry,  being  a  member  of  the  guard  duly  mounted  at  Camp 
Sturgis,  near  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  the  1st  day  of  May,  1873,  did 
become  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  perform  his  duty  as  a  sen¬ 
tinel.  This  at  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  May, 
1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Carson, 
Troop  “  B,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  ten  (10)  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  a  period  of  two  (2)  months,  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of  guard,  for  the  same  length  of  time.” 

5th.  Private  Andrew  Conner,  Troop  “  A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Drunk  on  duty.” 
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Specification  I. — “In  :  that  he,  Private  Andrew  Conner,  Troop  ‘  A,’  7th 
Cavalry,  being  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the  guard  at  Camp 
Sturgis,  near  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  the  2d  of  May,  1873,  and  hav¬ 
ing  been  regularly  posted  as  a  sentinel  over  the  public  horses  of 
Troop  ‘  A,’  7th  Cavalry,  he,  the  said  Conner,  did  become  so 
drunk  as  to  be  entirely  unable  to  perform  the  duties  of  a  sen¬ 
tinel.  All  this  at  Camp  Sturgis,  near  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  2d  of  May,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  :  that  he,  Private  Andreiv  Conner,  Troop  ‘A,’  7th 
Cavalry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  for  guard  by  the  1st 
sergeant  of  his  Troop,  at  retreat  on  the  6th  of  May,  1873,  he, 
the  said  Conner,  was  so  drunk  at  guard-mount  on  the  morning 
of  the  7th  of  May,  1873,  as  to  be  unable  to  march  on  guard. 
All  this  at  Camp  Sturgis,  near  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Andrew  Conner, 
Troop  “  A,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  ten  (10)  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  for  a  period  of  four  (4)  months,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard 
labor,  under  charge  of  guard,  for  the  same  length  of  time." 

6th.  Private  George  Cuthrie,  Troop  “  B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 
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Specification. — “ In  this:  that  he,  Private  George  Guthrie,  Troop  ‘B,’  7th 
Cavalry,  being  a  member  of  the  guard  duly  mounted  at  Camp 
Sturgis,  near  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  the  1st  day  of  May,  1873,  and 
having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel  at  the  Quartermaster’s 
storehouse,  Yankton,  D.  T.,  at  or  about  the  hour  of  7  o’clock 
A.  m.,  on  the  2d  day  of  May,  1873,  did  leave  said  post  before  he 
was  regularly  relieved,  and  did  remain  absent  therefrom  until  he 
was  arrested  by  the  corporal  of  the  guard  on  board  the  steam¬ 
boat  Miner.  This  at  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates 
above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Drunk  on  duty.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  the  said  Private  George  Cuthrie,  Troop 
‘B,’  7th  Cavalry,  being  a  member  of  the  guard  duly  mounted  at 
Camp  Sturgis,  near  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  the  1st  day  of  May, 
1873,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  perform  his  duty 
as  a  sentinel.  This  at  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  2d  day 
of  May,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
n,  “Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 


Of  the  Spccificatioi 
Of  the  Charge, 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  Cuthrie, 
Troop  “B,”  7  tli  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  fora  period  of  four  (4)  months,  and 
to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of  guard,  for  the  same  length  of 
time." 

7th.  Private  David  H.  Wheeler,  Troop  “  M,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  David  II.  Wheeler,  Troop  ‘  M,’  7  th 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Unionville,  S.  C.,  on  or  about  the 
24th  day  of  February,  1872,  and  remain  absent  until  he  was  ap¬ 
prehended  at  or  near  Albany,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day 
of  September,  1872.  Thirty  dollars  were  paid  for  his  appre¬ 
hension.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  David  H.  Wheeler, 
Troop  “  M.”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  senice  of 
the  United  States,  with  forfeiture  of  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due,  or  that 
may  become  due,  the  just  dues  of  the  company  tailor  and  laundress  excepted, 
and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of  guard,  in  such  military 
prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  a  period  of  four  (4) 
years." 
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8th.  Private  William  F.  Butterfield,  Troop  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 
Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  William  F.  Butterfield,  Troop 
‘  B,’  7th  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  same  on  the  12th  day  of  March, 
1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  at  Unionville, 
S.  C.,  in  citizen’s  clothing,  on  the  13th  day  of  March,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  F.  But - 
ter  field,  Troop  “B,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  the  just  dues  of  the 
company  tailor  and  laundress  excepted,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  United  States,  and  to  be  confined  in  such  militaiy  prison  as  the 
Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  a  period  of  four  (4)  years,  at  hard 
labor .” 


9th.  Corporal  Philip  McHugh,  Troop  “  L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Corporal  Philip  McHugh,  Troop  ‘  L,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  having  been  duly  detailed  for  guard  on  the  13tli 
day  of  May,  1873,  did  fail  to  appear  at  guard  mounting  of  the 
same  day.  This  at  or  near  Yankton  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  date  above  specified.” 
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To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Corporal  Philip  McHught 

Troop  “  L,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  (5)  dollars 

of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  a  period  of  one  month.” 

10th.  Private  Richard  Cassidy,  Troop  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Richard  Cassidy,  Troop  ‘A,’  7th 
Cavalry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement  in  the  stable  guard, 
house  of  his  troop,  did  strike,  with  a  club,  Private  Andrew 
Conner,  Troop  ‘  A,’  7th  Cavalry,  the  said  Conner  being  at  the 
time  a  member  of  the  guard,  and  a  sentinel  on  post.  All  this 
at  Camp  Sturgis,  near  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  day 
of  May,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Drunk  on  duty.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Richard  Cassidy,  Troop  ‘A,’  7th 
Cavalry,  being  a  member  of  the  guard  duly  mounted  at  Camp 
Sturgis,  D.  T.,  on  the  7th  of  May,  1873,  did  become  so  drunk  as 
to  be  unable  to  perform  the  duties  of  a  sentinel.  All  this  at 
Camp  Sturgis,  near  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  of  May, 
1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
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Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Richard  Cassidy, 
Troop  “  A,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10)  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  a  period  of  two  (2)  months.” 

11th.  Private  Thomas  White,  Troop  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Thomas  White,  Troop  ‘  B,’  7th 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  army  of  the  United  States, 
did  desert  the  same  at  Camp  Sturgis,  near  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on 
the  5th  day  of  May,  1873,  and  did  so  remain  absent  until  the 
8th  day  of  May,  1873,  and  was  then  arrested  in  citizen’s  cloth¬ 
ing,  in  a  saloon  in  the  town  of  Yankton,  D.  T.  A  reward  of 
$30.00  paid  for  his  apprehension.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
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To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  findB 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  White, 
Troop  “  B,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  'To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and  al- 
lou-anccs  now  due,  or  which  may  hereafter  become  due  him,  the  just  dues  of  the 
company  tailor  and  laundress  excepted,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  United  Stales,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of 
guard,  in  such  military  prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate, 
for  a  period  of  four  (4)  years.” 

12th.  Private  John  Foley,  Troop  “  K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  John  Foley,  Troop  ‘K,’  7th  Cavalry, 
a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  did 
desert  the  said  service  on  the  11th  of  May,  1873,  and  did  remain 
absent  until  apprehended  at  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  the  13th  day  of 
May,  1873.  This  while  en  route  from  Yankton,  D.  T.,  to  Fort 
Rice,  D.  T.,  on  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  50th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  John  Foley,  Troop  ‘  K,’  7th  Cavalry, 
being  a  member  of  the  camp  guard,  did  leave  said  guard  without 
urgent  necessity,  or  permission  from  proper  authority.  This  at 
camp,  detachment  7th  Cavalry,  about  ten  miles  from  Yankton, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  May,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 
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Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  guilty  of  absence  without 
leave.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  linds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  did  desert,’  substi¬ 
tuting  therefor  the  words,  ‘did  absent  himself  without  leave  from, 
and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty  of  desertion,  but  ‘Guilty  of  ab¬ 
sence  without  leave.’  ” 


Charge  IT. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Foley,  ‘  K  ’ 
Troop,  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10)  dollars  of  his 
monthly  pay  per  month  for  a  period  of  six  (6)  months,  and  to  he  confined  at 
hard  labor,  under  charge  of  guard,  for  four  (4)  months.” 

13th.  Private  Henry  Black,  Troop  “  H,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this :  that  he,  Private  Henry  Black,  Troop  ‘  II,’  7th 
Cavalry,  when  ordered  by  his  superior,  Sergeant  Matthew 
Maroney,  Troop  ‘H,’  7th  Cavalry,  to  go  for  his  horse  and  attend 
to  him,  it  being  the  hour  for  evening  stable  call,  did  refuse  to 
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obey  said  order,  making  use  of  the  following  remark :  ‘  I  will 
not  do  it,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Chan  Le  Koch  creek, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  21st  day  of  May,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Henry  Black, 
Troop  “  H,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of 
guard,  for  a  period  of  three  (3)  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
eight  (8)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  the  same  length  of  time.” 

14th.  Private  John  Flanagan,  Troop  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Private  John  Flanagan,  Troop  ‘  F,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  having  been  properly  detailed  and  duly  mounted  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  main  guard  at  Camp  Sturgis,  D.  T.,  did  become  so 
drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  perform  the  duties  of  a  sentinel.  This 
at  Camp  Sturgis,  D.  T.,  on  the  4th  day  of  May,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 
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Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.”  • 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,"  Private  John  Flanagan, 
Troop  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

15th.  Private  John  Anderson,  Troop  “  K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  John  Anderson,  Troop  ‘ K,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  being  a  member  of  the  camp  guard,  did  become  drunk 
while  on  said  guard.  This  at  camp,  detachment  7th  Cavalry, 
about  ten  miles  from  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of 
May,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Anderson, 
Troop  ‘  K,’ 7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10)  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months.” 

16th.  Private  James  Laird,  Troop  “  L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Private  James  Laird,  Troop  ‘  L,’  7th  Cavalry, 
a  duly  enlisted  soldier  of  the  army  of  the  United  States,  did  de¬ 
sert  the  same  at  Jackson  Barracks,  La.,  on  the  2Gth  day  of 
March,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  in  the 
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city  of  New  Orleans,  La  ,  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1873.  Thir¬ 
ty  dollars  reward  paid  for  his  apprehension.  This  at  New 
Orleans,  La.,  on  the  dates  above  mentioned.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  1  Guilty  of  absence  without 
leave.’  ” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ■  did  desert,’  sub¬ 
stituting  the  words,  ‘did  absent  himself  from,’  and  of  the  excepted 
words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  ‘  Guilty  of  absence  without 
leave.’  ” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Laird, 
Troop  “L,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  his  pay  as  a 
private  soldier  for  a  period  of  three  months .” 


1 1... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  John  Flanagan,  Troop  “  F,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Frank  Cross  and  Henry  Black,  Troop  “  H,”  John  Carson  and 
George  Cuihrie,  Troop  “  B,”  Andrew  Conner,  Troop  “A,”  and  John 
Foley,  Troop  “  K,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will 
be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Corporal  Philip  McHugh  and  Private  James  Laird,  Troop  “  L,”  Pri¬ 
vates  Richard  Cassidy,  Troop  “  A,”  and  John  Anderson,  Troop  “K,”  7th 
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Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  They 
will  be  released  from  arrest,  or  confinement,  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  James  Tydemun  and  Charles  C.  Cox,  Troop  “H,”  William  F. 
Butterfield  and  Thomas  While,  Troop  “  B,”  and  David  H.  Wheeler, 
Troop  “  M,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  The  sentences  are  modified 
so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge,  in  each  case,  take  effect  at 
the  expiration  of  their  terms  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified,  the 
sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  The  posts  where  their  respective 
troops  may  be  serving  are  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  80,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  V.  K.  Hart,  7th 
Cavalry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Major  and  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Edward  Mahoney,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Richard  Moffitt,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  31,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  60.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragrapli  I,  Special  Orders  No.  32,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  1st  Lieutenant  William  I. 
Reed,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1.  Private  Edward  Mahoney,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Mutiny,  in  violation  of  the  7th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Edward  Mahoney,  Company  ‘  I,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  at  the  time  a  corporal  of  said  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  I,’  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  join  in  a  mutiny  in  Company  *  I,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  and  in  the  execution  or  furtherance  of  which, 
he,  the  said  Mahoney,  did  resist  the  lawful  authority  of  his 
superior,  Sergeant  Milden  II.  Wilson,  of  Company  ‘  I,’  7th  U.  S> 
Infantry,  and  did  kick  said  Sergeant  Wilson  on  or  about  the 
head,  said  Sergeant  Wilson  being  at  the  time  in  the  execution 
of  his  office,  endeavoring  to  quell  the  disorderly  conduct  of 
other  soldiers.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th 
day  of  December,  1872.” 
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Charge  II. — “  Conduct  in  violation  of  the  8th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Edward  Mahoney,  Company 
*  I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  at  the  time  a  corporal  of  said  Com¬ 
pany  ‘I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  and  being  present  looking  on  where 
a  number  of  soldiers  were  forcibly  resisting  the  authority  of  their 
superiors,  1st  Sergeant  William  Neabuhr  and  Sergeant  Milden 
H.  Wilson,  of  Company  ‘  I,’  7th  Infantry,  did  fail  to  use  his  ut¬ 
most  endeavors  to  suppress  said  resistance,  but  on  the  contrary, 
having  been  ordered  by  said  1st  Sergeant  Neabuhr  to  aid  and 
assist  said  Sergeant  Wilson  in  his  endeavors  to  arrest  one  of 
said  soldiers,  did  kick  said  Sergeant  Wilson  in  the  head.  This 
at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  December, 
1872.” 

Additional  Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order 
and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Edward  Mahoney,  Company 
‘  I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  at  the  time  a  corporal  of  said  Com¬ 
pany,  and  present  at  a  mutiny  of  several  soldiers  of  Company 
‘  I,’  7th  Infantry,  being  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant  William  Neabuhr 
to  aid  and  assist  Sergeant  Milden  H.  Wilson,  Company  ‘I,’  7th 
Infantry,  to  arrest  one  of  the  said  soldiers,  in  order  to  suppress  the 
said  mutiny,  did  fail  to  obey  said  order,  and  did  aid  and 
abet  the  mutineers,  and  did  say,  ‘  He  wanted  to  see  fair  play,’  or 
words  to  that  effect.  This  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and 
military  discipline,  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th 
day  of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Additional  Charge. 


To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 


Additional  Charge. 
Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Private  Edward  Mahoney , 
Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 


2.  Private  Richard  Moffitt,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Mutiny,  in  violation  of  the  7th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Richard  Moffitt,  a  private  of  Company 
‘  I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  join  in  a  mutiny  in  Company  ‘I,’  7th 
U.  S.  Infantry,  and  in  the  execution  or  furtherance  of  which,  he, 
the  said  Moffitt,  did  resist  the  lawful  authority  of  his  superiors, 
1st  Sergeant  William  Neabuhr  and  Sergeant  Milden  II.  Wilson,  of 
Company  ‘I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  and  Sergeant  Samuel  Wurts- 
baugh,  of  Company  ‘  D,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  and  did,  with  a  stick 
of  wood,  assault  said  1st  Sergeant  Neabuhr  and  said  Sergeant 
Wurtsbaugli,  who,  being  in  the  execution  of  their  office,  were 
endeavoring  to  suppress  the  disorderly  conduct  of  the  said  Moffitt 
and  other  soldiers.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
24th  day  of  December,  1872.” 


Charge  II. — “  Violation  of  the  8th  Article  of  War.’ 


Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Richard  Moffitt,  a  private  of  Company 
‘  I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  present  at  a  mutiny  in  Company 
‘I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  fail  to  use  his  utmost  endeavors  to 
suppress  the  same.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
24th  day  of  December,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty  of  the  following  words  only:  ‘In  this, 
that  he,  Richard  Mofiitl,  a  private  of  Co.  ‘I,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did 
*  *  *  resist  the  lawful  authority  of  his  superior,  1st  Sergeant 

William  Neabuhr,  *  *  *  of  Company  ‘  I,’  7th  U.  S.  In¬ 
fantry,  *  *  *  and  did,  with  a  stick  of  wood,  assault  said 

1st  Sergeant  Neabuhr.  *  *  *  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on 

or  about  the  24th  day  of  December,  1872,’  and  of  the  remaining  words, 
Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  conduct  to  the  preju¬ 
dice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Richard  Moffiit, 
Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard ,  for  the  period  of  six  months." 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Edward  Mahoney,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and 
restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Richard  Moffitt,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  18th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C-  M. 


Private  James  H.  Stanley,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  1,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  61.  f 

I...  Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  65,  current  series,  from 
these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden,  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried : — 

Private  James  H.  Stanley,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  James  H.  Stanley,  ‘  A  ’  Com¬ 
pany,  17th  Infantry,  did,  between  the  hours  of  retreat  and 
tattoo,  being  intoxicated,  beat  an  Indian  woman,  (‘  Woman-with- 
no-Ears’  by  name,)  living  in  the  lodge  of  ‘Dog  Back,’  an  In¬ 
dian  scout,  until  she  was  insensible.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  4th  day  of  February,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 
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Of  the  Specification ,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  H.  Stan¬ 
ley,  “  A ”  Company,  17th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten 
(10)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  six  (6)  months,  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  in  the  guard-house  at  hard  labor  for  the  same  period .” 


11. . .The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  James  H.  Stanley,  Company  “  A,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice,  D.T., 
by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  65,  current  series,  from 
these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden,  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  18 th  Infantry,  A.  1).  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


2d  Lieutenant  Henry  A.  Irgens,  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  4,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  62.  f 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  Nos.  116  and  120,  current  series, 

from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes,  20th 

Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

2d  Lieutenant  Henry  A.  Irgens,  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Neglect  of  duty,  in  violation  of  the  99th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  2d  Lieutenant  Henry  A.  Irgens,  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  commanding  Company  ‘  G,’  7th  Infantry,  did  refuse,  neg¬ 
lect  and  fail  to  sign  the  muster  and  pay  rolls  of  his  company 
(3  copies,  one  copy  for  the  Adjutant  General,  U.  S.  Army,  and 
two  copies  for  the  Paymaster,  U.  S.  Army,)  for  the  February 
muster  of  1873,  when  the  same  were  sent  to  him  for  signature 
by  his  Commanding  Officer,  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gilbert,  7th 
Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  I  st  day  of 
March,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline,  in  violation  of  the  99th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  2d  Lieutenant  Henry  A.  Irgens,  7tli  In¬ 
fantry,  commanding  Company  ‘  G,’  7th  Infantry,  did  become  un- 
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fit  to  perform  the  duties  of  his  office  as  Company  Commander, 
on  account  of  excessive  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  or  drugs. 
All  this  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  March, 
1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this :  that  2d  Lieutenant  Henry  A.  Irgens,  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  commanding  Company  ‘  G,’  7th  Infantry,  did  become  un¬ 
fit,  on  account  of  the  excessive  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  or 
drugs,  to  be  present  as  Company  Commander  at  the  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  muster  rolls  of  his  company,  (“  G,”)  as  required  by 
post  circular  No.  3,  current  series,  which  is  in  words  and  figures 
following,  to-wit : 

‘Headquarters,  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T„ 

‘  January  4,  1873. 

‘  Circular  j 
‘  No.  3.  i 

1  Habitually  the  company  muster  rolls  will  be  examined  by  the  Post 
Commander  on  the  day  but  one  after  the  muster. 

‘  By  Order  op  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gilbert. 
(Signed,)  ‘Henry  M.  Benson, 

‘  1st  Lieutenant  and  Adjutant,  1th  Infantry, 

*  Post  Adjutant.’ 

All  this  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  2d  day  of  March, 
1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 
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Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  excepting  the  word  ‘  refuse,’  of  the 
excepted  word,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  2d  Lieutenant  Henry 
A.  Irgens,  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  one  half  of  his  monthly  pay 
per  month  foi •  six  (6)  months,  to  be  suspended  from  rank  and  command  dur¬ 
ing  the  same  period,  and  be  reprimanded  by  the  Department  Commander .” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
2d  Lieutenant  Henry  A.  Irgens,  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  In  view  of 
the  recommendation  to  mercy  of  a  majority  of  the  Court,  the  sen¬ 
tence  is  mitigated  to  forfeiture  of  one  half  of  his  monthly  pay  for  one 
month,  and  suspension  from  rank  and  command  for  the  same  period. 
The  reprimand  is  remitted. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  18 th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


•  < I '  ■"<  I 


'  'r  ■  C"  ■  '  -  I 

. 


’ 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Indian  Scout  Hepakakwajidan,  U.  S.  Army. 

2.  Indian  Scout  Wapacakato,  U.  S.  Army. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  5,  1873. 

General  Orders') 

No.  63.  I 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Totten, 
D.  T.,  by  virtueof  paragraph  VII,  Special  Orders  No.  146,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  L.  C. 
Hunt,  20th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  :  — 

1st.  Indian  Scout  Hepakakwajidan,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Scout  Hepakakwajidan,  detachment  of 
scouts,  U.  S.  Army,  having  been  duly  enlisted  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States,  to  serve  for  a  period  of  five  years,  did  de¬ 
sert  the  same  while  en  route  to  join  the  ‘Yellowstone  Expedi¬ 
tion,’  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  at  or  near  Fort 
Totten,  D.  T.,  on  the  10th  day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  him  as  follows  :  • 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Hepakakwajidan,  U.  S.  A., 
“  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

2d  Indian  Scout  1  Vapacakato,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Scout  Wapacakato,  detachment  of 
scouts,  U.  S.  A.,  having  been  duly  enlisted  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  to  serve  for  a  period  of  five  years,  did  desert  the 
same,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  and  brought 
back  at  Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  on  the  10th  day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  him  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Scout  Wapacakato,  U.  S.  A., 
“  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Indian  Scout  Hepakakwajidan,  U.  S.  A.,  are  approved.  In  view  of  the 
unanimous  recommendation  to  clemency  by  the  members  of  the  Court, 
and  of  the  previous  good  character  and  conduct  of  the  prisoner,  the 
sentence  is  remitted.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  re¬ 
stored  to  duty. 
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The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  In¬ 
dian  Scout  Wapacakato,  U.  S.  A.,  are  approved,  and  the  sentence  will 
be  duly  executed. 

I II. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Totten, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  VII,  Special  Orders  No.  146,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel 
L.  C.  Hunt,  20th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  Generaj,  Terry. 


OFFICI A  I. : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  18th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 
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a.  o.  m. 


1.  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Smyth,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Frank  Monroe,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Thomas  Leonard,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  James  Randall,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

5.  Corporal  Herbert  Watkins,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

6.  Sergeant  0.  C.  Mortson,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  Avgust  7,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  64.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  32,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C. 
Gilbert,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

1st.  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Smyth,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “  Violation  of  the  52d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Smyth,  Company 
‘C,’  7th  Infantry,  while  his  company  was  engaged  in  action  with 
hostile  Indians,  did  order  enlisted  men  under  his  command,  to 
bring  a  log,  or  logs  of  wood,  for  the  protection  of  his  person  from 
Indian  bullets,  thereby,  without  proper  cause,  endangering  the 
lives  of  the  men  so  employed,  and  creating  disaffection  and  de¬ 
moralization  among  the  enlisted  men  under  his  command.  This 
on  or  about  the  14th  day  of  August,  1872,  near  the  Yellow¬ 
stone  river,  M.  T.” 
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Charge  II. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Smyth,  Company 
*  C,’  7th  Infantry,  while  his  company  was  engaged  in  action  with 
hostile  Indians,  did  order  one  Private  Riley  of  his  company,  to 
leave  his  position  and  secure  his,  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Smyth’s 
money,  left  in  some  place  at  the  rear,  thereby  exposing  the  per¬ 
son  of  said  Private  Riley  to  danger  from  Indian  bullets,  and 
weakening  the  effective  force  of  his  company  for  his  personal 
benefit,  and  upon  the  refusal  of  said  Private  Riley  to  obey  such 
order,  that  he,  the  said  1st  Sergeant,  did  call  him,  Private  Riley 
aforesaid,  ‘  a  coward.’  This  in  the  presence  of  enlisted  men  of 
his  company,  near  the  Yellowstone  river,  M.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  14th  day  of  August,  1872.” 

Specification  II. — “  In :  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Smyth,  Company 
‘C,’  7tli  Infantry,  did  order  a  private  guard  of  enlisted  men  to 
stand  over  his  tent  for  his,  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Smyth’s  greater 
personal  safety,  from  four  to  seven  consecutive  nights  following 
the  fight  with  Indians  near  the  Yellowstone  river,  M.  T.,  on  the 
14th  of  August,  1872,  thus  creating  unnecessary  alarm  and 
apprehension  among  the  enlisted  men  of  his  company.  This 
between  the  14th  and  21st  of  August,  1872,  at  camps  in  the  vi¬ 
cinity  of  the  Yellowstone  river,  M.  T.” 

Specification  III. — -“In  :  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Smyth,  Company 
‘  C,’  7tli  Infantry,  did  fortify  his  tent,  or  cause  the  same  to  be 
fortified  or  barricaded,  in  such  a  manner  as  to  create  unnecessary 
alarm  and  apprehension  in  the  minds  of  privates  of  his  company 
and  others,  while  executing  their  duty  as  soldiers.  This  on  or 
about  the  21st  of  August,  1872,  in  the  vicinity  of  hostile 
Indians,  near  the  Yellowstone  river,  M.  T.,  and  while  attached 
to  the  command  known  as  the  Yellowstone  Expedition.” 

Specification  IV. — “In:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Smyth,  Company 
*C,’  7th  Infantry,  did  repeatedly  in  the  presence  of  privates  of 
his  company  and  others,  make  use  of  language  calculated  to  ex¬ 
cite  their  fear  and  apprehension  in  a  manner  detrimental  to  the 
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proper  discharge  of  their  duty  as  soldiers.  This  while  in  the 
neighborhood  of  hostile  Indians,  near  the  Yellowstone  river, 
M.  T.,  between  the  14th  day  of  August  and  the  1st  day  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification,  Thrown  out  by  the  Court  upon  special  plea 
of  the  accused  in  bar  of  trial. 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


'  Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  1st  Sergeant  Edward 
Smyth,  Company  “C,”  7th  Infantry. 


2d.  Private  Frank  Monroe,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 


Charge  I. — “  Desertion.’ 
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Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Frank  Monroe,  Company  ‘G,’ 
7th  Infantry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T., 
on  or  about  June  2d,  1871,  and  did  remain  absent  therefrom  until 
apprehended  at  or  near  Diamond  City,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
4th  day  of  June,  1871.  This  at  the  time  and  place  above  spe¬ 
cified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Frank  Monroe,  Company  ‘  G,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal  and  carry  away  from  the 
company  quarters,  and  appropriate  to  his  own  use,  one(l)  Sharp’s 
carbine,  improved,  calibre  .50,  the  property  of  the  United  States, 
of  the  value  of  $50,00,  more  or  less,  and  for  which  Captain 
George  L.  Browning,  7th  Infantry,  is  responsible.  All  this  at 
Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  2d  day  of  June,  1871.” 


Additional  Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Frank  Monroe,  of  Company  'G,’  7th 
Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  on  or  about  the  third  day  of  March, 
1872,  and  did  remain. absent  until  apprehended  at  or  near  Deer 
Lodge  City,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  February  4,  1873.  This  at  Camp 
Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  date  above  specified.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 
Additional  Charge. 
“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  with  the  exception  of  the  word  ‘  desert,’ 
substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘  absent  himself  without  leave  from.’  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  '  absence  without 
leave.’  ” 

Charge  IT. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Additional  Charge. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Frank  Monroe, 
Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  oi'  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  the  United  States  service,  and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
in  such  military  prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for 
the  period  of  two  years.” 


3d.  Private  Thomas  Leonard,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the' prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In:  that  Private  Thomas  Leonard,  Company  ‘B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  when  on  duty  as  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  did 
take  off  his  accoutrements,  secrete  them,  and  endeavor  to  steal 
away  from  the  post  to  procure  a  bottle  of  liquor,  this  when  he 
had  requested  and  obtained  permission  to  be  absent  for  a  few 
moments  for  a  necessary  purpose.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T., 
on  or  about  December  20,  1872.” 
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Specification  II. — “  In  :  that  Private  Thomas  Leonard ,  Company  ‘  B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  having  voluntarily  offered  to  take,  and  having 
taken,  in  order  to  escape  trial  for  a  previous  offence,  the  following 
oath : 

‘Fort  Benton.  M.  T., 

‘  December  23,  1872. 

‘I,  Thomas  Leonard ,  private  Company  ‘B.’  7th  Infantry,  do  hereby 
solemnly  and  sincerely  swear  that  I  will  not  touch,  taste,  nor  handle 
any  intoxicating  liquor  during  the  remainder  of  my  term  of  enlistment, 
exeept  it  be  prescribed  for  me  by  the  surgeon  where  I  may  be  serving, 
and  that  I  will  not  give  nor  offer  any  intoxicating  liquor  to  any  other 
person,  for  the  same  period.  So  help  me  God. 

(Signed,)  ‘  Thomas  Leonard, 

*  Private  Company  *  £,’  7th  Infantry 
Did  violate  the  said  oath  and  become  drunk.  This  at  Fort  Ben¬ 
ton,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  12th  day  of  March,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  Thrown  out  by  the  Court  upon  special  plea 
of  the  accused  in  bar  of  trial. 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty  of  the  following  words,  ‘In  :  that 
Private  Thomas  Leonard,  Company  ‘B,’  7th  Infantry,  when  on  duty  as 
a  member  of  the  post  guard,  did  take  off  his  accoutrements,’  but  attach 
no  criminality  thereto,  of  the  remaining  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,’’  Private  Thomas  Leonard, 
Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

4th.  Private  James  Randall,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 


Specification  I. — “In:  that  he,  Private  James  Randall,  Company  ‘B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  when  asked  by  2d  Lieutenant  Charles  A.  Booth, 
7th  Infantry,  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  what  place  in  the 
town  of  Benton,  M.  T.,  Private  Ferris  had  visited  in  his,  the 
said  Randall’s  company,  did  positively  refuse  to  answer  the  said 
question.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  loth  day  of 
March,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  James  Randall,  Company  ‘  B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  having  been  brought  into  the  presence  of  his  Com¬ 
manding  Officer,  1st  Lieutenant  James  H.  Bradley,  7th  Infan¬ 
try,  and  asked  by  him  if  he  did  not  intend  to  reply  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  2d  Lieutenant  Charles  A.  Booth,  7th  Infantry,  as  to  what 
saloons  Private  Ferris  had  that  day  visited  in  his  company,  did 
fail  to  give  the  answer  required,  and  did  persist  in  evasive  an¬ 
swers,  though  warned  by  his  Commanding  Officer  that  the  places 
must  be  particularly  and  severally  designated.  This  at  Fort 
Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  15th  day  of  March,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,”  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto. 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,”  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto. 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him ,”  Private  James  Randall, 
Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

5th.  Corporal  Herbert  Watkins,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 
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Specification. — “In:  that  Corporal  Herbert  Watkins,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  report  to  his  Commanding  Officer,  1st  Lieutenant 
James  H.  Bradley,  7th  Infantry,  that  he  had  completed  the 
work  assigned  to  him  as  corporal  of  police,  which  report  was 
false,  and  intended  to  deceive  his  Commanding  Officer.  This  at 
Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  27tli  day  of  March,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Corporal  Herbert  Watkins,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th 
Infantry,  did,  when  on  duty  as  corporal  of  police,  become  drunk. 
This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  March  27,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Corporal  Herbert  Watkins, 
Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay.  The  Court  is  this  lenient,  because  the  evidence  shows 


that  the  accused  was  punished  upon  the  commission  of  the  crime,  by  his  Corn- 
minding  Officer  placing  him  in  confinement  in  the  post  guard-house,  in  the 
same  manner  that  he  xooidd  any  other  offender  for  breach  of  discipline.” 

6th.  Sergeant  0.  C.  Morison,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I.— “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification.—11  In  this:  that  he,  Sergeant  0.  C.  Mortson,  Company  ‘  G,’ 
7 tli  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  on  duty  as  storekeeper  in  the  Sub¬ 
sistence  Department  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  from  the  25th  day 
of  October,  1870,  to  the  15th  day  of  May,  1872,  did  feloniously 
steal,  take  and  carry  away  therefrom,  and  appropriate  to  his  own 
use,  the  following  subsistence  stores,  to-wit :  Nineteen  (19)  cans 
lobsters,  valued  at  $3.16  73-100;  twenty-four  (24)  cans  fresh 
peaches,  valued  at  $5.49  84-100 ;  three  (3)  cans  preserved 
peaches,  valued  at  $1.75  2-100;  sixteen  (16)  cans  fresh  pine¬ 
apples,  valued  at  $4.66  88-100;  ninety-six  (96)  cans  tomatoes, 
valued  at  $13.99  68-100;  twenty-four  (24)  cans  currant  jelly, 
valued  at  $11.50  8-100;  twenty  four  (24)  cans  lima  beans, 
valued  at  $7.00  32-100  ;  forty-eight  (48)  cans  green  peas,  valued 
at  $10.61  28-100;  fifty-three  (53)  cans  green  corn,  valued  at 
$11.71  83-100;  twenty-four  (24)  cans  cove  oysters,  valued  at 
$6.00;  twelve  (12)  cans  assorted  jellies,  valued  at  $5.41  80-100; 
eighty  (80)  pounds  assorted  crackers,  valued  at  $7.20 ;  total 
value,  $88.53  46-100.  All  this  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  between 
the  25th  day  of  October,  1870,  and  the  15th  day  of  May,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Sergeant  0.  C.  Mortson,  Company  ‘G,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  on  duty  as  storekeeper  in  the  Sub¬ 
sistence  Department  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  from  the  25th  day 
of  October,  1870,  to  the  15th  day  of  May,  1872,  was  accessory 
to  the  stealing,  taking  and  carrying  away  therefrom,  with  the  in¬ 
tention  of  appropriating  to  his  own  use  the  following  subsistence 
stores,  to-wit:  Nineteen  (19)  cans  lobsters,  valued  at  $3.16 
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73-100;  twenty-four  (24)  cans  fresh  peaches,  valued  at  $5.49 
84-100;  three  (3)  cans  preserved  peaches,  valued  at  $1.75  2-100; 
sixteen  (16)  cans  fresh  pineapples,  valued  at  $4.66  88-100;  nine¬ 
ty-six  (96)  cans  tomatoes,  valued  at  $13.99  68-100;  twenty-four 
(24)  cans  currant  jelly,  valued  at  $11.50  8-100;  twenty-four  (24) 
cans  lima  beans,  valued  at  $7.00  32-100;  forty-eight  (48)  cans 
green  peas,  valued  at  $10.61  28-100;  fifty-three  (53)  cans  green 
corn,  valued  at  $11.71  83-100;  twenty-four  (24)  cans  cove 
oysters,  valued  at  $6.00;  twelve  (12)  cans  assorted  jellies,  valued 
at  $5.41  80-100  ;  eighty  (80)  pounds  assorted  crackers,  valued  at 
$7.20 ;  total  value,  $88.53  46-100.  All  this  at  Camp  Baker, 
M.  T.,  between  the  25th  day  of  October,  1870,  and  the  loth  day 
of  May,  1872.” 

Charge  III. — ■“  Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and 
military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Sergeant  0.  C.  Morlson,  Company 
‘  G,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  on  duty  as  storekeeper  in  the  Sub¬ 
sistence  Department  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  from  the  25tli  day 
of  October,  1870,  to  the  15th  day  of  May,  1872,  did  allow  the  fol¬ 
lowing  subsistence  stores  to  be  taken  and  carried  away  from  the 
commissary  storehouse,  to-wit :  K  ineteen  (19)  cans  lobsters,  valued 
at  $3.16  73-100 ;  twenty-four  (24)  cans  fresh  peaches,  valued  at 
$5.49  84-100;  three  (3)  cans  preserved  peaches,  valued  at 
$1.75  2-100 ;  sixteeen  (16)  cans  fresh  pineapples,  valued  at 
4.66  88-100 ;  ninety-six  (96)  cans  tomatoes,  valued  at  $13.99 
68-100;  twenty-four  (24)  cans  currant  jelly,  valued  at  $11.50 
8-100;  twenty-four  (24)  cans  lima  beans,  valued  at  $7.00  32-100; 
forty-eight  (48)  cans  green  peas,  valued  at  $10.61  28-100 ;  fifty- 
three  (53)  cans  green  corn,  valued  at  $11.71  83-100;  twenty- 
four  (24)  cans  cove  oysters,  valued  at  $6.00;  twelve  (12)  cans 
assorted  jellies,  valued  at  $5.41  80-100;  eighty  (80)  pounds  as¬ 
sorted  crackers,  valued  at  $7.20 ;  total  value,  $88.53  46  100. 
All  this  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  between  the  25th  day  of  Octo¬ 
ber,  1870,  and  the  15th  day  of  May,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 
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To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Specificidion, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  III. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  III. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  '‘acquit  him,”  Sergeant  0.  C.  Mortson, 
Company  “  G,”  7th  Infantry. 

II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittals  in  the  foregoing  cases 
of  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Smyth,  Company  “  C,”  Sergeant  0.  C.  Mortson, 
Company  “  G,”  and  Privates  James  Randall  and  Thomas  Leonard,  Com¬ 
pany  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders  have  already  been  is¬ 
sued  for  their  release  from  arrest,  or  confinement,  and  restoration  to 
duty.  The  Court,  in  passing  upon  the  case  of  Sergeant  0.  C.  Mortson, 
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Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry,  has  caused  to  be  spread  upon  the  record 
the  following  remarks,  in  which  the  Department  Commander  entirely 
concurs,  viz: — 

“  The  Court  respectfully  express  the  opinion  that  charges  ought  not 
to  have  been  preferred  in  this  case  for  the  reason  that,  although  the  ac¬ 
cused  has  been  acquitted,  and  there  is  no  particle  of  evidence  to  con¬ 
nect  him  witli  the  evident  peculation  and  fraud  committed  by  some 
party  or  parties  unknown,  still  he  has  been  in  arrest  many  months  with 
the  dishonorable  and  degrading  charge  resting  against  his  character, 
necessarily  affecting  it,  more  or  less,  in  the  minds  of  his  comrades  and 
associates,  ignorant  of  any  of  the  circumstances.  Great  care  should  be 
taken  in  preliminary  examinations,  and  charges  should  only  be  pre¬ 
ferred  when  there  is  some  evidence  of  guilt.” 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Frank  Monroe,  Company  “  G,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The 
sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take  ef¬ 
fect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified, 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may 
be  serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Cor¬ 
poral  Herbert  Watkins,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  arrest 
and  restored  to  duty. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton,  2d  U.  S.  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  8,  1873. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  65.  f 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  117,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes,  20th 
Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton,  2d  U.  S.  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton,  2d  Cav¬ 
alry,  commanding  Company  ‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  detach  from 
the  post  of  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  to  a  distance  of  from  twelve  to 
thirty  miles,  and  without  proper  authority,  four  or  more  horses, 
the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  he,  Captain 
Seneca  H.  Norton,  2d  Cavalry,  is  responsible,  and  did  use  said 
horses  for  the  furtherance  of  his  (Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton’s) 
private  interests,  in  hauling  lumber  and  material  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  quartz  mill  and  appliances  belonging  thereto,  in 
which  mill  he,  (Captain  Seneca  IT.  Norton,  2d  Cavalry),  was  at 
the  time  pecuniarily  interested,  at  Cherry  creek,  Montana.  This 
at  various  times,  and  for  two  and  three  days  at  a  time,  between 
February  18,  1873,  on  or  about,  and  April  7,  1873.  All  this  at 
or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  between  the  dates  above  specified.” 


Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  lie,  Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton,  2d  Cav¬ 
alry,  commanding  Company  ‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  detach  to  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  from  twelve  to  thirty  miles  from  the  post  of  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  without  proper  authority,  four  enlisted  men,  more  or  less, 
of  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry,  from  their  company  and  proper 
military  duties,  and  for  the  furtherance  of  his  (Captain  Seneca 
H.  Norton's)  private  interests,  in  hauling  lumber  and  material 
for  the  construction  of  a  quartz  mill  and  the  appliances  belong¬ 
ing  thereto,  in  which  he  (Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton)  was  at  the 
time  pecuniarily  interested,  at  Cherry  creek,  Montana.  This  at 
various  times,  and  for  two  and  three  days  at  a  time,  between 
February  18,  1873,  on  or  about,  and  April  7,  1873.  All  this  at 
or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  unbecoming  an  officer  and  a  gentleman.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton,  2d  Cav¬ 
alry,  commanding  Company  ‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  detach  to  a 
distance  of  from  twelve  to  thirty  miles,  four  enlisted  men,  more 
or  less,  of  Company  ‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  from  the  post  of  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  from  their  companies,  and  from  their  proper  military  du¬ 
ties,  and  without  proper  authority,  and  did  employ  them  in 
hauling  lumber  and  machinery  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a 
quartz  mill,  in  which  he  (Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton)  was  at  the 
time  pecuniarily  interested,  at  Cherry  creek,  Montana,  and  did, 
during  their  absence,  carry  them  (the  four  enlisted  men,  more  or 
less,)  on  the  company  morning  report  of  Company  ‘  G,’  2d  Cav¬ 
alry,  as  present  for  duty,  knowing  such  report  to  be  false,  and 
intending  thereby  to  deceive  his  Post  Commander,  (Captain 
D.  P.  Hancock,  7th  Infantry.)  This  at  various  times,  and  for 
two  and  three  days  at  a  time,  between  February  18,  1873,  on  or 
about,  and  April  7,  1873.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T., 
between  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton,  2d  Cav¬ 
alry,  commanding  Company  ‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  detach  to  a 
distance  of  from  twelve  to  thirty  miles  from  the  post  of  Fort 
Ellis,  M.  T.,  and  from  Company  ‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  and  for  the 
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furtherance  of  his  (Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton’s)  private  interest, 
in  hauling  lumber  and  material  for  the  erection  of  a  quartz  mill 
at  or  near  Cherry  creek,  M.  T.,  in  which  mill  he  (Captain  Seneca 
H.  Norton,  2d  Cavalry,)  was  at  the  time  pecuniarily  interested, 
five  horses,  more  or  less,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and 
belonging  to  Company  ‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  and  for  which  he,  Cap¬ 
tain  Seneca  IT.  Norton,  2d  Cavalry,  is  responsible,  the  same  being 
furnished  him  for  mounting  troops  in  the  military  service  of  the 
United  States,  this  without  proper  authority ;  and  did,  during 
the  absence  of  said  horses,  carry  them  on  the  morning  report  of 
Company  *  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  as  present,  knowing  such  report  to  be 
false,  and  with  the  intent  to  deceive  his  Commanding  Officer, 
(Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th  Infantry.)  This  at  various  times, 
and  for  two  and  three  days  at  a  time,  between  February  18,  1873, 
on  or  about,  and  April  7,  1873.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  between  the  dates  above  specified.” 


Specification  III.— “  In  this:  that  he,  Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton,  2d  Cav¬ 
alry,  did,  on  April  4th,  1873,  write  an  official  request  to  the  Post 
Quartermaster,  (Captain  L.  Cass  Forsyth,  A.  Q.  M.,  IT.  S.  A.), 
for  a  wagon  for  the  use  of  his  (Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton’s)  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  in  the  following  words,  to-wit : 


‘  Post  Quartermaster. 

‘Fort  Ellis,  M.  T„ 


'  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T., 

‘  April  4,  1873. 


‘  I  have  the  honor  to  request  that  a  wagon  be  furnished  me  for  the  use 
of  my  Company,  1 G,’  2d  Cavalry.  The  one  I  have  been  using  has  been 
frequently  repaired  in  the  company,  is  old  and  worn  out.  At  present  it 
is  absent  from  the  post,  broken.  I  desire  another  serviceable  one  to  re- 

1  Very  respectfully, 

(Signed,)  ‘S.  H.  Norton, 

Captain,  2 d  Cavalry,' 

knowing  at  the  same  time  that  he  intended  to,  and  did  send  it, 
the  wagon  mentioned  in  the  above  request,  away  from  the  post 
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the  next  morning,  April  5,  1873,  to  a  distance  of  about  thirty 
miles,  to  be  absent  until  the  evening  of  April  7,  1873,  and  this 
without  proper  authority,  and  for  the  furtherance  of  his,  Captain 
Seneca  H.  Norton's  private  interests,  in  hauling  lumber  and  ma¬ 
chinery  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a  quartz  mill,  in  which  mill 
he  (Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton,  2d  Cavalry,)  was  at  the  time  pe¬ 
cuniarily  interested,  at  or  near  Cherry  creek,  M.  T.  All  this  at 
or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  word  ‘false,’  substi¬ 
tuting  therefor  the  word  ‘  irregular,’  excepting  also  the  words,  ‘  intend¬ 
ing  thereby  to  deceive  his  Post  Commander,’  of  the  excepted  words, 
Not  Guilty,  of  the  substituted  word,  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  *‘  Guilty,  excepting  the  word  1  false,’  substitut¬ 
ing  therefor  the  word  ‘  irregular,’  excepting  also  the  words,  ‘and  with  the 
intent  to  deceive  his  Commanding  Officer,  (Captain  I).  P.  Hancock,  7th 
Infantry,’)  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty,  of  the  substituted  word, 
Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  word  ‘  false,’  substitut¬ 
ing  therefor  the  word  ‘  incorrect,’  and  except  the  words,  ‘  and  intending 
thereby  to  deceive  his  Post  Commander,  (Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th 
Infantry.’  ”) 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  word  ‘  false,’  substitut¬ 
ing  therefor  the  word  ‘  incorrect,’  and  except  the  words,  ‘  and  with  the 
intent  to  deceive  his  Commanding  Officer,  (Captain  D.  P.  Hancock,  7th 
Infantry.’  ”) 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  ‘  Guilty  of  conduct  to  the 
prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline.’  ” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Captain  Seneca  H. 
Norton,  2d  U.  S.  Cavalry,  “  To  be  suspended  from,  rank  and  command  un¬ 
til  December  31,  1873,  and  to  forfeit  fifty  (50)  dollars  of  his  pay  per  month 
for  six  (6)  months .” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Captain  Seneca  H.  Norton,  2d  U.  S.  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


■ 
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HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  14,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  66.  / 

In  the  matter  of  the  appeal  of  Corporal  John  Boveree  and  Private 
Thomas  Cox,  Company  “F,”  and  Corporal  Shuler  M.  Corson,  Company 
“  D,”  7th  Infantry,  from  the  action  of  the  reviewing  officer,  upon  the 
record  of  a  Regimental  Court  Martial,  convened  to  hear  and  consider 
their  complaints,  under  the  35th  Article  of  War,  by  virtue  of  Special 
Orders  No.  2,  headquarters  7th  Infantry,  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  January  29, 
1873,  the  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  pursuant 
to  Special  Orders  No.  32,  series  of  1873,  from  these  headquarters,  finds  in 
each  case  as  follows  :  ‘‘  The  decision  of  the  Regimental  Court  Martial, 

on  the  trial  of  this  case,  is  borne  out  by  the  evidence  recorded  on  the 
proceedings,  and  is  therefore  sustained,  and  the  disapproval  thereof  by 
the  Regimental  Commander,  is  not  sustained.” 

The  proceedings  and  findings  of  the  Court  in  the  cases  of  the  above 
named  men,  are  approved.  The  Company  Commanders  will  make  the 
necessary  entry  on  the  next  muster  rolls,  to  remove  the  stoppage  against 
them  respectively. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  18 th  Infantry,  .4.  D.  C. 


a 

.  •:  :jJ 


Or.  C.  M. 


1.  Indian  Scout  Kicixoakankan,  alias  Jack  Small,  U.  S.  Army. 

2.  Indian  Scout  Hotanka,  alias  Jack,  U.  S.  Army. 

3.  Indian  Scout  Eyapaha,  alias  John,  U.  S.  Army. 

4.  Indian  Scout  Tinazipewawakapi,  alias  Charley,  U.  S.  Army. 

5.  Indian  Scout  Obolina,  alias  Jim,  U.  S.  Army. 

6.  Indian  Scout  Tatayuhamanee,  alias  Washington,  U.  S.  Army. 

7.  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Keye,  Company  “  D,”  20th  Infantry. 

8.  Private  James  Daley,  Company  “B,”  20th  Infantry. 

9.  Private  Maurice  H.  Nealy,  Company  “  F,”  20th  Infantry. 

10.  Private  William  Shields,  Company  “B,”  20th  Infantry. 

11.  Private  Eugene  F.  Rooney,  Company  “  B,”  20th  Infantry. 

12.  Private  Edward  McManus,  Company  “  F,”  20lh  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  15,  1873. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  67.  f 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Wads¬ 
worth,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  149,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  E.  Yard,  20th 
Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — - 

1st.  Indian  Scout  Kicixoakankan,  alias  Jack  Small,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Kiciwakankan,  alias  Jack  Small,  In¬ 
dian  scout,  U.  S.  A.,  did  maliciously  kill  one  head  of  cattle,  the 
property  of  Mr.  F.  C.  Myrick,  citizen  of  Jamestown,  Dakota 


Territory.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  4th  day  of  July,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Indian  Scout  Kiciwakan- 
kan,  alias  Jack  Small,  U.  S.  Army,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under 
charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months,  at  the  post  where  he 
properly  belongs.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient  in  consideration  of  the  semi- 
civilized  state  of  the  prisoner.” 

2d.  Indian  Scout  Hoianka,  alias  Jack,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Hotanka,  alias  Jack,  Indian  scout, 
U.  S.  A.,  did  maliciously  kill  one  head  of  cattle,  the  property  of 
Mr.  G.  J.  Goodrich,  citizen  of  Jamestown,  Dakota.  Territory. 
All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day 
of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Indian  Scout  Hotanka, 
U.  S.  Army,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for 
the  period  of  three  (3)  months,  at  the  post  where  he  properly  belongs.  The 
Court  is  thus  lenient  in  consideration  of  the  semi-civilized  state  of  the  pris¬ 
oner.” 

3d.  Indian  Scout  Eyapaha,  alias  John,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Eyapaha,  alias  John,  Indian  scout, 
U.  S.  A.,  did  maliciously  kill  one  head  of  cattle,  the  property  of 
Mr.  G.  J.  Goodrich,  citizen  of  Jamestown,  Dakota  Territory. 
All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day 
of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows :  • 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Indian  Scout  Eyapaha, 
alias  John,  U.  S.  A.,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of  the 
guard,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months,  at  the  post  where  he  properly  belongs. 
The  Court  is  thus  lenient  in  consideration  of  the  semi-civilized  state  of  the 
prisoner.” 


4th.  Indian  Scout  Tinazipewawakapi,  alias  Charley,  U.  S.  Army. 


Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Tinazipewawakapi,  alias  Charley,  Indian 
scout,  U.  S.  Army,  did  aid  and  abet  Indian  Scout  Kiciwakankan, 
alias  Jack  Small,  U.  S.  A.,  in  butchering  one  bead  of  cattle,  which 
the  said  Kiciwakankan  had  maliciously  killed,  and  which  was  the 
property  of  Mr.  F.  C.  Myrick,  citizen  of  Jamestown,  Dakota 
Territory.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Seward,  J).  T.,  on  or  about 
the  4th  day  of  July,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Indian  Scout  Tinazi¬ 
pewawakapi,  alias  Charley,  U.  S.  Army,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor, 
under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months,  at  the  post 
where  he  properly  belongs.  The  Court  is  thus  leniertl  in  consideration  of  the 
semi-civilized  state  of  the  prisoner.” 

5th.  Indian  Scout  Obotina,  alias  Jim,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Obotina,  alias  Jim,  Indian  scout, 
U.  S.  A.,  did  aid  and  abet  Indian  Scout  Hotanka,  alias  Jack, 
U.  S.  A.,  in  butchering  one  head  of  cattle,  which  he,  the  said 
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HotanJca,  had  maliciously  killed,  and  which  was  the  property  of 
Mr.  G.  J.  Goodrich,  citizen  of  Jamestown,  Dakota  Territory. 
All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day 
of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Indian  Scout  Obotina, 
alias  Jim,  U.  S.  Army. 

6th.  Indian  Scout  Tatayuhamanee,  alias  Washington,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

-  Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Tatayuhamanee,  alias  Washington,  In¬ 
dian  scout,  U.  S.  A.,  did  aid  and  abet  Indian  Scout  Holanka,  alias 
Jack,  U.  S.  A.,  in  butchering  one  (1)  head  of  cattle,  which  the 
said  Hotanka  had  maliciously  killed,  and  which  was  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  Mr.  G.  J.  Goodrich,  citizen  of  Jamestown,  Dakota  Ter¬ 
ritory.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
8th  day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 
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Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Indian  Scout  Tatayu- 
hamanee,  alias  Washington,  U.  S.  Army. 


7th.  1st  .Sergeant  Frederick  Keye ,  Company  “  D,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Keye,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  D,’  20th  Infantry,  when  accompanying  First  Lieutenant 
W.  R.  Maize,  20th  Infantry,  Officer  of  the  Day,  on  an  inspecting 
tour  through  ‘  D’ Company’s  quarters,  did  fail,  in  two  instances, 
to  precede  said  officer,  for  the  purpose  of  opening  the  doors  and 
commanding  attention,  he,  the  sergeant,  well  knowing  this  to  be 
a  part  of  his  duty,  and  when  the  Officer  of  the  Day  was  about  to 
enter  the  wash-room  of  ‘  D  ’  Company,  the  aforesaid  sergeant 
did  remain  in  rear  of  said  officer,  and  neglect  to  open  said  door, 
until  directed  to  do  so  by  the  Officer  of  the  Day,  when  he,  the 
sergeant,  obeyed  the  order,  but  did  so  in  a  marked  defiant,  dis¬ 
respectful,  and  contemptuous  manner.  This  at  Fort  Wadsworth, 
D.  T.,  at  or  about  12  o’clock  M.,  April  4th,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Keye,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  D,’  20th  Infantry,  when  accompanying  First  Lieutenant 
W.  R.  Maize,  20th  Infantry,  Officer  of  the  Day,  on  his  inspecting 
tour  through  ‘  D’  Company’s  quarters,  and  after  having  been  in¬ 
formed  by  the  Officer  of  the  Day  that  he,  the  sergeant,  should 
precede  the  Officer  of  the  Day  when  approaching  doors,  for  the 
purpose  of  opening  them  and  commanding  attention,  and  that  as 
a  non-commissioned  officer,  he  should  do  so  without  being  re¬ 
minded  of  it,  did  reply  to  the  Officer  of  the  Day  in  a  defiant,  dis¬ 
respectful  and  contemptuous  manner,  as  follows:  ‘I  know  my 
duty  as  well  as  you  know  yours,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This 
when  the  Officer  of  the  Day  had  passed  into  the  wash-room  of 
‘  F  ’  Company,  20th  Infantry,  adjacent,  and  in  such  a  loud  man- 
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ner  as  to  be  intended  to  be  heard.  This  at  Fort  Wadsworth, 
D.  T.,  at  or  about  12  m.,  on  or  about  April  4th,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Keye ,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘D,’  20th  Infantry,  having  been  asked  by  the  Officer  of  the 
Day,  First  Lieutenant  W.  R.  Maize,  20th  Infantry,  what  he,  the 
sergeant,  had  said  in  reply  to  the  instructions  given  him  by  the 
Officer  of  the  Day,  did  reply,  ‘  I  said  nothing,  sir,’  he  well  know¬ 
ing  this  statement  to  be  false,  and  when  his  own  words  were 
quoted  to  him,  and  he  was  accused  the  second  or  third  time  with 
having  used  disrespectful  language,  did  acknowledge  to  having 
made  use  of  the  following  reply,  1 1  know  my  duty  as  well  as 
you  know  yours.’  This  at  Fort  Wadsworth,  D.  T.,  at  or  about 
12  M.  of  the  4th  of  April,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Keye,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  D,’  20th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  First  Lieuten¬ 
ant  W.  R.  Maize,  20th  Infantry,  Officer  of  the  Day,  to  retire  to 
his  quarters  in  arrest,  immediately,  did  disobey  said  order,  and 
when  the  order  was  repeated,  did  neglect  and  disobey,  until  the 
Officer  of  the  Day  compelled  him  to  retire  to  the  orderly  room 
of  his  company,  during  which  time  the  said  sergeant  used  inso¬ 
lent  and  unsoldierly  language.  This  in  ‘  D  ’  Company’s  quarters, 
at  Fort  Wadsworth,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  4tli  April,  at  12  m.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto, 
except  the  words,  ‘marked  defiant,  disrespectful,  and  contemptuous 
manner,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  substituting  the  words,  ‘used  lan¬ 
guage  as  follows,’  in  lieu  of  ‘did  reply  to  the  Officer  of  the  Day  in  a 
defiant,  disrespectful,  and  contemptuous  manner.’  ” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  IT. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  during  which  time 
the  said  sergeant  used  insolent  and  unsoldierly  language,’  of  the  except¬ 
ed  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  1st  Sergeant  Frederick 
Keye,  Company  “  D,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  be  reduced  to  the  ranks,  and  to 
forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for 
the  penod  of  sir  (6)  months.” 

8th.  Private  James  Daley,  Company  “  B,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  44th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  James  Daley,  Company  ‘  B,’ 
20th  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  and  warned  for 

r  guard,  did  fail  to  parade  with  the  guard  detail  of  his  company, 
and  did  absent  himself  from  the  place  of  parade  without  permis¬ 
sion  from  proper  authority,  and  remained  absent  until  arrested 
by  a  patrol  sent  after  him.  rlhis  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  21st  day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Daley, 
Company  “  B,”  20th  . Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months,  and 
to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 


9th.  Private  Maurice  H.  Nealy,  Company  “F,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Maurice  H.  Nealy,  Company 
‘  F,’  20th  Infantry,  when  on  detached  service  as  a  member  of  the 
cittle  escort  for  the  Yellowstone  Expedition,  did  steal, carry  away 
and  appropriate  to  his  own  use,  one  (1)  pair  of  slippers,  the 
property  of  his  Commanding  Officer,  First  Lieutenant  Wm.  R. 
Maize,  20th  Infantry.  This  at  camp  near  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  June  15th,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Drunkenness  on  duty.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Maurice  II.  Nealy,  Company 
‘F,’  20th  Infantry,  having  been  detailed  as  a  mounted  man  to 
assist  in  crossing  certain  beef  cattle  over  the  Missouri  river,  did 
become  too  drunk  to  properly  perform  said  duty.  This  at  or 
near  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  June  12th,  1873.” 

Charge  III. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 
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Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Maurice  H.  Nealy ,  Company 
‘  F,’  20th  Infantry,  after  having  obtained  permission  to  leave  his 
detachment  a  few  minutes,  for  the  purpose,  as  he  stated,  of  get¬ 
ting  a  shot-gun,  did  remain  absent  (mounted)  until  arrested  in  a 
drunken  condition,  by  the  Commanding  Officer,  Fort  Seward, 
D.  T.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  June  21, 
1873.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  did  steal  and  carry 
away,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  ‘conduct  to  the 
prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline.’” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Maurice  H.  Nealy, 
Company  “F,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  six  (6)  months,  and 
to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his 
company  may  be  serving,  for  the  same  period .” 

10th.  Private  William  Shields,  Company  “  B,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  William  Shields,  Company 
‘  B,’  20th  Infantry,  did  become  so  much  under  the  influence  of 
liquor  as  to  render  it  necessary  to  confine  him  in  the  guard  house 
on  the  dates  following,  to  wit :  October  26th,  1872,  and  December 
29th,  1872.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
tbe  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  December  29th, 
1872,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

•  Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  Shields, 
Company  “B,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  A  the  United  States  six  (61 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  one  month.” 

11th.  Private  Eugene  F.  Rooney,  Company  “  B,”  20th  Infantry. 
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Charge. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he.  Private  Eugene  F.  Rooney,  Company 
‘  B,’  20th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  steal  one  gold  lever  watch,  of  the 
value  of  one  hundred  dollars  ($100.00),  from  Abraham  J.  Slag- 
lille,  citizen  blacksmith,  Quartermaster’s  Department,  Fort  Sew¬ 
ard,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  the  10th  day  of  May,  1873. 
This  at  or  near  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  date  above 
specified.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Eugene  F.  Rooney, 
Company  “B,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  such  peni¬ 
tentiary  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  three  (3) 
years  ;  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due,  or  to 
become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  at  the  expiration  of  his 
term  of  confinement  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United 
Slates.” 

12th.  Private  Edward  McManus,  Company  “  F,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Edward  McManus,  Company 
‘  F,’  20th  Infantry,  did,  without  just  cause  or  provocation,  as- 
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Fault,  kick,  and  strike  about  the  head  and  face,  Private  Daniel 
Woolner,  Company  ‘  D.’  20th  Infantry,  inflicting  bodily  injury 
on  said  Woolner.  This  in  the  public  stable  at  Fort  Wadsworth, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  February,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Edward  McManus,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘F,’  20th  Infantry,  did  use  the  following  threatening  lan¬ 
guage  to  Private  Daniel  Woolner,  Company  1  D,’  20th  Infantry, 
viz. :  ‘  If  you  report  me,  I’ll  kill  you,  you - of  an  Eng¬ 

lishman.  I’ll  kill  you,  anyhow,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  in 
the  public  stable  at  Fort  Wadsworth,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  28th 
day  of  February,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — In  this :  that  he,  Private  Edward  McManus,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  20th  Infantry,  did  use  the  following  threatening  lan¬ 
guage  to  Private  Charles  W.  Sofield,  Company  ‘  D,’  20th  Infantry. 

‘  You  little  son-of-a - ,  I’ll  kill  you  ;  you  little  son-of-a - •,  I’ll 

run  this  through  your  heart,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  in 
the  public  stable  at  Fort  Wadsworth,  I).  T.,  on  or  about  the  28tli 
day  of  February,  1873.” 

Specification  IV. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Edward  McManus,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  20th  Infantry,  did  use  the  following  threatening  lan¬ 
guage  to  Private  Charles  W.  Sofield,  Company  ‘  D,’  20th  Infantry, 

‘You  little  son-of-a - ,  you  have  been  reporting  me ;  if  Sergeant 

Eyan  wasn’t  here,  I’d  kill  you.  I’ll  kill  you,  anyhow,  the  first 
time  I  catch  you  outside  the  stable,’  or  words  to  that  effect. 
This  in  the  public  stable  at  Fort  Wadsworth,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
March  1st,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification ,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘without  just 
cause  or  provocation,’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘I’ll  kill  you,’ 
of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  4th  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  McManus, 
Company  “F,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  one  (1)  month." 

II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Indian  Scouts  Kiciwakankan,  alias  Jack  Small,  Hotanka,  alias  Jack,  Eya- 
paha,  alias  John,  and  Tinazipewawakapi,  alias  Charley,  U.  S.  Army,  are 
approved  ;  but  in  view  of  their  uniform  good  conduct  since  enlistment, 
the  sentences  are  remitted.  They  will  be  released  from  confinement 
and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittals  in  the  foregoing  cases  of  In¬ 
dian  Scouts  Obotina,  alias  Jim,  and  Tatayuhamanee,  alias  Washington, 
U.  S.  Army,  are  approved.  Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  their 
release  from  confinement  and  restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Keye, 
(.'(  mpany  “  D,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved.  In  regard  to  the  specifi¬ 
cation  to  Charge  I,  it  does  not  appear  satisfactorily  from  the  evidence 
that  the  remark  of  the  accused  was  intended  to  reach  the  ears  of  the 
Officer  of  the  Day,  or  of  any  person  other  than  the  speaker  himself. 
The  finding  on  this  specification  is  therefore  disapproved.  The  finding 
on  Charge  I  is  disapproved.  The  evidence  in  support  of  the  specifica¬ 
tion  to  Charge  II  is  defective,  in  that  it  fails  to  show  how  long  the  ac¬ 
cused  delayed  or  neglected  to  obey  the  order  of  arrest. .  The  testimony, 
as  it  stands,  raises  a  grave  doubt  as  to  the  intention  to  disobey  the  order. 
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The  findings  to  Charge  II  and  its  specification  are  therefore  disapproved. 
The  remainder  of  the  findings  are  approved.  The  sentence  is  disap¬ 
proved.  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Keye,  Company  “  D,”  20th  Infantry, 
will  be  released  from  arrest  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  eases  of 
Privates  Edward  McManus,  Company  “  F,”  William  Shields  and  James 
Daley,  Company  “  B,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences 
will  be  duly  executed.  Privates  McManus  and  Shields  will  be  released 
from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Maurice  IT.  Nealy,  Company  “F,” 
20th  Infantry,  the  proceedings  are  approved.  In  the  finding  upon  the 
specification  to  the  1st  Charge,  certain  words  are  excepted,  leaving  the 
specification,  as  so  modified,  utterly  without  sense  or  meaning.  The 
findings  upon  Charge  I  and  the  specification  thereto  are  therefore  disap¬ 
proved.  The  remainder  of  the  findings  are  approved.  The  sentence 
is  commuted  to  forfeiture  of  ten  dollars  of  his  pay  and  confinement 
at  hard  labor  for  one  month. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Eugene  F.  Rooney,  Company  “  B,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at 
Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Wadsworth, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  149,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  E.  Yard,  20th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


o.  c.  m. 


J.  Private  William  J.  Remmel,  Company  “  C,”  22d  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Waller  J.  Walsh ,  Company  “  C,”  22d  Infantry. 

3.  Private  John  H.  Lambert,  Company  “B 22d  Infantry. 

4.  Hospital  Steward  Herko  Koster,  U.  S.  Army. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 


General  Orders 
No.  68. 


Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  18,  1873. 


I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  137,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Surgeon  J.  F.  Weeds,  Medical 
Department,  U.  S.  Army,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  William  J.  Remmel,  Company  “C,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  Private  William  J.  Remmel,  Company 
*  C,’  22d  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  superior  officer, 
Captain  Joseph  Bush,  22d  Infantry,  to  fill  his  bed-sack  for  in¬ 
spection,  did  willfully  neglect  to  obey  said  order  by  absenting 
himself  from  his  company  quarters,  and  allowed  said  duty  to  be 
performed  by  another  person.  All  this  at  Lower  Bruit;  Agency, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  April,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that,  Private  William  J.  Remmel,  Com¬ 
pany  *  C,’  22d  Infantry,  when  ordered  by  Corporal  Robert  M. 
Temple,  Company  ‘C,’  22d  Infantry,  (Corporal  Robert  M. 
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Temple  being  in  tlie  execution  of  his  office,  in  charge  of  the 
guard),  to  carry  a  log  of  wood,  did  reply  in  a  disrespectful  and 
insolent  manner,  in  words  to-wit :  ‘  I  won’t  carry  that  log,  I  will 
be  tied  up  first.’  All  this  at  Lower  Brul£  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  21st  day  of  April,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  J. 
Remmel,  Company  “C,”  22d  Regiment,  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  eight 
(8)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  six  months.” 


2d.  Private  Walter  J.  Walsh,  Company  “  C,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Walter  J.  Walsh,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
22d  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  repeatedly,  and  in  direct 
terms,  by  Corporal  David  Gemmell,  Company  ‘  C,’  22d  Infantry, 
(Corporal  Gemmell  being  in  the  proper  execution  of  his  duty), 
to  shake  the  dust  out  of  his  blanket,  did  willfully  neglect  to 
obey  said  order,  saying  in  a  contemptuous  manner:  ‘If  you 
want  the  blankets  skaken,  you  can  do  it  yourself,’  or  words  to 
that  effect.  This  in  the  presence  of  enlisted  men  of  Company 
‘C,’  22d  Infantry,  with  a  view  to  weaken  the  authority  of  Cor- 
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poral  Gemmell  in  the  proper  discharge  of  his  duty.  This  at 
Lower  Brulfe  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of  April, 
1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Walter  J.  Walsh,  Company  1  C,’ 
22d  Infantry,  when  confined  by  order  of  the  Commanding  Of¬ 
ficer,  did  behave  himself  in  a  contemptuous,  insolent  and  disre¬ 
spectful  manner  towards  1st  Sergeant  Edward  Denning,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  C,’  22d  Infantry,  making  use  of  the  following  disrespectful 
and  insubordinate  language  when  ordered  to  carry  a  log :  ‘I  will 

carry  a  log  in  a - ,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This 

in  the  presence  of  enlisted  men  of  Company  *  C,’  22d  Infantry, 
calculated  to  weaken  the  authority  of  1st  Sergeant  Denning,  said 
Sergeant  Denning  being  then  and  there  in  the  lawful  execution 
of  his  office.  This  at  Lower  Brulfe  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  22d  day  of  April,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  Private  Walter  J.  Walsh,  Company 
‘  C,’ 22d  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  Corporal  Robert  M. 
Temple,  Company  ‘C,’  22d  Infantry,  (Corporal  Temple  being  in 
the  execution  of  his  office,  in  charge  of  the  guard),  to  carry  a 
log,  did  reply  in  the  following  language,  to-wit :  ‘  I  can’t  carry  it,’ 
and  when  told  by  Corporal  Temple  that  he  must  carry  it,  did 
say :  *  In  that  case  my  answer  is  the  same  as  Remmel’s’,  cal¬ 
culated  to  convey  the  meaning  that  he  would  not  carry  the  log, 
but  would  be  tied  up  first.  This  in  the  presence  of  the  enlisted 
men  of  Company  ‘  C,’  22d  Infantry.  This  at  Lower  Brulfe 
Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of  April,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 
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Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Walter  J.  Walsh, 
Company  “C,”  22d  Regiment,  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  ten  (10)  dol¬ 
lars  a  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  six  months'’ 

3d.  Private  John  H.  Lambert,  Company  “  B,”  2-d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  H.  Lambert,  Company 
‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  while  on  furlough,  present  himself  to  1st 
Lieutenant  William  Logan,  7th  Infantry,  recruiting  officer  at 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  and  did  attempt  to  deceive  said  recruiting  officer 
and  enlist  as  a  soldier  in  the  General  Service  of  the  U.  S.  Army, 
before  being  regularly  discharged  from  his  said  regiment.  This 
at  Dubuque,  Iowa,  during  the  spring  of  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  H.  Lambert, 
Company  “  B,”  22d  Regiment  of  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard 
labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  station  of  his  company,  for  the  period  of 
four  (4)  months,  and  to  forfeit  ten  (10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the 
same  per  iod.” 


4tli.  Hospital  Steward  Herko  Koster,  U.  S.  Army. 


Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Hospital  Steward  Herko  Koster, 
U.  S.  Army,  while  on  duty  as  Hospital  Steward  at  Lower  Brule 
Agency,  D.  T.,  did  prevent  Private  Robert  Roth,  Company  ‘  C,' 
22d  Infantry,  hospital  attendant,  from  performing  the  duties  of 
said  office,  when  about  to  clean  the  dispensary  of  the  Post  Hos¬ 
pital  at  Lower  Brulfe  Agency,  D.  T.,  saying  to  said  attendant: 
‘  Let  it  go ;  to  tell  you  the  God’s  truth,  I  don’t  give  a  damn  for 
his  dispensary,’  meaning  the  dispensary  of  Acting  Assistant 
Surgeon  J.  C.  Byrnes,  U.  S.  Army,  Post  Surgeon.  This  at  Lower 
Brul£  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  May,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Herko  Koster,  Hospital  Steward, 
U.  S.  Army,  did,  when  asked  by  the  Post  Surgeon,  J.  C.  Byrnes, 
Acting  Assistant  Surgeon,  U.  S.  Army,  why  he  had  stopped  at¬ 
tendant  Roth  in  the  performance  of  his  duty,  reply  that  he  did 
not  prevent  the  attendant  performing  his  duties,  and  that  if  the 
Post  Surgeon  had  been  so  informed,  it  was  a  lie,  or  words  to 
that  effect,  he,  Koster,  at  the  same  time  knowing  that  the  duties 
had  not  been  performed,  and  that  his  statement  was  a  prevari¬ 
cation  of  the  truth.  This  at  Lower  Brule  Agency,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  15th  day  of  May,  1873." 

Specification  III. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Hospital  Steward  Herko  Koster, 
U.  S.  Army,  while  standing  in  or  near  the  door  of  Post  Hospital, 
Lower  Brule  Agency,  D.  T.,  the  morning  after  seven  enlisted 
men  of  Company  *  C,’  22d  Infantry,  had  deserted,  did  call  out  to 
members  of  the  post  guard,  in  words,  to-wit :  1 1  will  give  one 
hundred  (100)  dollars  to  see  ten  (10)  more  men  go,  and  I  will  go 
myself,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Lower  Brule  Agency, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  21st  day  of  May,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Hospital  Steward  Herko  Koster, 


U.  S.  Army,  did  when  reprimanded  bv  the  Post  Surgeon,  J.  C. 
Byrnes,  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon,  U.  S.  Army,  for  a  neglect  of 
duty,  reply  in  an  insolent  manner,  and  using  violent  gestures,  ‘  I 
want  you  to  put  charges  against  me,  and  throw  me  out  of  the 
service;  that  is  just  what  I  want,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This 
at  Lower  Brule  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  15th  day  of  May, 
1873.” 

Specification  II.— “In  this:  that  he,  Hospital  Steward  Herko  Koster, 
U.  S.  Army,  did,  in  a  contemptuous  manner,  while  in  arrest, 
make  use  of  the  following  disrespectful  language  to  the  Post  Sur¬ 
geon,  J.  C.  Byrnes,  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon,  U.  S.  Army,  when 
ordered  by  said  Post  Surgeon  to  go  to  his  quarters  and  close  the 
door,  to  wit :  ‘  I  wont  do  it ;  you  have  given  me  the  limits  of  the 
garrison,  and  I  will  go  where  I  please,’  or  words  to  that  effect. 
This  at  Lower  Brulfe  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  loth  day  of 
May,  1873.” 

Charge  III. — “Violation  of  the  23d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Hospital  Steward  Herko  Koster,  U.  S. 
Army,  while  standing  in  or  near  the  door  of  Post  Hospital, 
Lower  Brulfe  Agency,  P.  T.,  the  miming  after  seven  (7)  enlisted 
men  of  Company  1  C,’  22d  Infantry,  had  deserted,  did  call  out 
to  members  of  the  post  guard,  in  words  to  wit :  ‘  I  will  give  one 
hundred  (100)  dollars  to  see  ten  (10)  more  men  go,  and  I  will 
go  myself,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Lower  Brulfe  Agency, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  21st  day  of  May,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty." 

“  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  ‘Guilty  of  conduct  to 

the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline.’  ” 


Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Herko  Rosier,  Hospital 
Steward,  U.  S.  Army,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  forfeit  aU  pay  and  allowances  that  are  or  may  become 
duel’ 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Hospital  Steward  Herko  Roster,  U.  S.  Army,  Private  John  H.  Lambert, 
Company  “  B,”  and  Walter  J.  Walsh,  Company  “  C,”  22d  Infantry,  are 
approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Private  Walsh  will 
be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  William  J.  Remmel, 
Company  “C,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved.  In  the  opinion  of  the  De- 
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partment  Commander,  the  findings  are  not  sustained  by  the  evidence. 
The  findings  and  sentence  are  therefore  disapproved.  Private  Remind 
will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  137,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Surgeon  J.  F.  Weeds,  Medical 
Department,  U.  S.  Army,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  I).  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Frederick  W.  Smith,  Company  “  C,”  6th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Walter  Walsh,  Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  20,  1873. 

General  Orders  I 
No.  69.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragrapli  III,  Special  Orders  No.  159, 
current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant 
Colonel  W.  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and 
tried : 

1st.  Private  Frederick  W.  Smith,  Company  “  C,”  6th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Private  Frederick  W.  Smith,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
6th  Infantry,  a  soldier  duly  enlisted  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  said  service  at  Fort  McKeen,  D.  T.,  on  the 
28th  day  of  July,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended 
at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  February, 
1873.  Thirty  dollars  paid  for  his  apprehension.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Frederick  W. 
Smith,  ( 'ompany  “  C,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allotcances 
that  are  or  may  become  due  him,  for  twelve  months  after  the  promulgation  of 
this  sentence,  except  the  just  dues  of  his  laundress,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor f 
in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  tuelve  months,  and  to  make  good  the  time  lost  by 
desertion .” 

2d.  Private  Walter  Walsh,  Company  “  H,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Walter  Walsh,  Company  ‘H,! 
17th  Infantry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  on  the  night  of  May  19, 
1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested  about  twenty-five 
miles  east  of  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the  line  of  the 
Northern  Pacific  R.  R.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  May,  1873. 
This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates 
above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Walter  Walsh, 
Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  that  are  or  may  become  due  him,  for  twelve  months  after  the 
promulgation  of  this  sentence,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the 
guard,  for  twelve  months,  and  to  make  good  the  time  lost  by  desertion.” 


11.. . The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Fredeinck  W.  Smith,  Company  “  C,”  6th  Infantry,  and  Walter 
Walsh,  Company  “  H,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences 
will  be  duly  executed. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  159, 
current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colo¬ 
nel  W.  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

OFFICIAL  : 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


' 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Francis  Ross,  Company  “  C,”  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Eugene  LeRand,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  James  H.  Stanley,  Company  “A,”  17  th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Harry  Emmett,  17th  U.  S.  Infantry. 

5.  Private  Charles  Smurr,  Company  “F,”  17tli  Infantry. 

6.  Private  Joseph  Campbell,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  23,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  70.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  146,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden, 
17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Francis  Ross,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci- 

Speeijkation  I. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Francis  Ross,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did  go  to  the  quarters  of  Ordnance  Sergeant  John 
O’Hara,  U.  S.  A.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  the  29th  of  April, 
1873,  and  knock  at  the  door,  and  when  it  was  opened  by  Ordnance 
Sergeant  John  O’Hara,  U.  S.  A.,  did  assault  the  said  Sergeant 
O’Hara,  striking  him  with  his  fist,  and  knocking  him  down,  and 
otherwise  maltreating  him.  All  this  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  date  above  specified.” 


Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Francis  Boss,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did  go  to  the  quarters  of  Ordnance  Sergeant  John 
O’Hara,  U.  S.  A.,  and  at  a  time  when  the  wife  of  the  said  Ser¬ 
geant  O’Hara  had  been  recently  confined,  and  did  then  and  there 
commit  a  violent  assault  upon  the  said  Sergeant  O’Hara,  in  con¬ 
sequence  thereof,  seriously  jeopardizing  the  health  of  his  wife. 
All  this  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  the  29th  of 
April,  1873.” 


Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  43d  Article  of  War.” 


Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Francis  Boss,  Company  ‘  C,'  17  th 
Infantry,  was  absent  from  his  company  quarters  after  tattoo, 
without  permission  from  proper  authority.  All  this  at  Fort 
x  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  the  29th  of  April,  1873.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 


“  Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Francis  Ross, 
Company  “C,”  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten 
(10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  far  six  (6)  months,  and  to  he  confined  under 
charge  of  the  guard,  at  hard  labor,  for  the  same  period.” 

2d.  Private  Eugene  LeRand,  Company  “  C,”  17th  Infantry. 
Charge.—"  Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Eugene  LeRand,  Company 
‘C,’  17th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of 
the  guard,  mounted  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  June  5th, 
1873,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  be  unfit  to  perform  the  duties  of 
a  sentinel.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  June  5,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  "  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Eugene  LeRand, 
Company  “C,”  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  "To forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten 
(10)  dollars  of  his  pay  per  month  for  three  (3)  months.  The  Court  is  thus 
lenient  in  consideration  of  his  having  been  in  confinement  two  months,  and  of 
his  previous  good  character.” 

3d.  Private  James  H.  Stanley,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 
Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  James  H.  Stanley,  private  Company 
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‘A,’  17th  Infantry,  (a  prisoner  in  the  post  guard-house  at  Fort 
Rice,  D.  T.,)  did  willfully  and  with  malicious  intent,  destroy  a 
quantity  of  table  furniture,  the  property  of  Company  ‘A,’  17th 
Infantry,  viz. :  one  table  spoon  and  one  tin  cup,  the  said  articles 
having  been  furnished  the  said  Stanley  to  eat  his  dinner  with, 
April  8th,  1873;  the  said  Stanley  did  fail  to  produce  the  said 
spoon  after  dinner,  when  asked  for  it  by  Private  Thomas  Rodgers 
of  said  company,  the  said  Rodgers  having  been  sent  for  the  pris- 
*  oner’s  dishes.  All  this  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.f  on  or  about  the  time 
specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Coart  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Private  James  H.  Stanley, 
Company  “  A,”  17th  Infantry. 

4th.  Private  Harry  Emmett,  17th  U.  S.  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Harry  Emmett,  17tli  U.  S.  Infan¬ 
try,  having  allowed  Private  Charles  Kroll,  Company  ‘  B,'  17th 
Infantry,  to  work  as  a  tailor  in  his  (Private  Emmett's )  room,  did 
maliciously,  and  without  just  cause,  throw  out  into  the  yard  in 
rear  of  ‘A’  Company  quarters,  one  sewing  machine,  one  table, 
and  several  pairs  of  pants,  belonging  to  and  in  charge  of  said 
Private  Kroll.  All  this  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  between  the  hours 
of  12  M.  and  4  p.  m.,  April  12,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 


To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘did  maliciously 
and  without  just  cause.’  ” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  maliciously,  and 
without  just  cause,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Harry  Emmett, 
17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  “To forfeit  to  the  United.  States  one  (1)  dollar  of  his 
monthly  pay  for  one  month.” 

5th.  Private  Charles  Smurr,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  7th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Charles  Smurr,  Company  ‘  F,’ 
17th  Infantry,  while  in  the  company  office  of  Company  1  F,’  17th 
Infantry,  did  act  in  a  mutinous  conduct,  by  assaulting  and 
striking  in  the  face  Sergeant  Simon  P.  Lauffer,  Company  ‘  F,’ 
17tli  Infantry,  while  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  and  he,  (Pri¬ 
vate  Smurr,)  by  his  conduct,  did  cause  a  number  of  the  company 
to  come  into  the  company  office  and  see  him  assaulting  Sergeant 
Lauffer.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D  T.,  on  or  about  the  27th  day  of 
May,  1873.” 

Charge.  II. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  militarv  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Charles  Smurr,  Company  ‘  F,’  17th 
Infantry,  did  act  in  a  disorderly  manner  in  his  company  office, 
by  assaulting  and  striking  in  the  face,  four  or  five  different  times, 
Sergeant  Simon  P.  Lauffer,  Company  ‘  F,’  17th  Infantry,  while 
he,  Sergeant  Lauffer,  was  in  the  execution  of  his  office.  All  this 
at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  after  retreat,  on  the  27th  day  of  May,  1873.” 
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To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Smurr, 
Company  “F,”  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five 
(5)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  one  month.” 

6th.  Private  Joseph  Campbell,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Joseph  Campbell,  Company  ‘L,’  7th 
U.  S.  Cavalry,  did  enter  a  building  used  as  a  store-room,  and  for 
which  Captain  James  Scully,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  U.  S.  A., 
is  responsible,  and  did  abstract  therefrom  the  following  articles 
belonging  to  a  Mr.  Balerin,  trader,  accompanying  battalion  7th 
Cavalry,  viz. :  Two  (2)  pairs  mens’  white  cotton  gloves,  four  (4) 
pairs  ladies’  white  cotton  hose.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  June  20,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 
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To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,"  Private  Joseph  Campbell, 
Company  “  L,”  7th  U.  S.  Cavalry. 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Eugene  LeRand,  Company  “  C,”  Charles  Smwr,  Company  “  F,” 
and  Harry  Emmett,  17th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will 
be  duly  executed.  They  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored 
to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Francis  Boss,  Company  “  C,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  James  H.  Stanley,  Company  “  A,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Joseph  Campbell,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


' 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Chief  Musician  George  Gewinner,  6th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Hiram  Aldrich,  Company  “  F,”  6th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Charles  N.  Goldsmith,  Company  “F,”  6th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  James  II.  Kent,  Company  “  E,”  6th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  William  M.  Howard,  Company  “  E,”  6th  Infantry. 

6.  Private  Edward  Schultz,  Company  “  E,”  6th  Infantry. 

7.  Private  John  Collins,  Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  30,  1873. 

General  Orders l 
No.  71.  / 

I...  Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  V,  Special  Orders  No.  138,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  W.  B.  Hazen,  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

1st.  Chief  Musician  George  Geicinner,  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9th  Article  of 
War.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  Chief  Musician  George  Geicinner,  6th 
Infantry,  having  received  an  order  in  the  following  words  and 
figures — 


‘Headquarters  6th  Infantry, 

‘  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  March  18,  1873. 

‘  Chief  Musician  George  Gewinner, 

‘  Band,  6 th  Infantry. 

‘The  Commanding  Officer  directs  that  you  immediately  deliver  to 
Principal  Musician  Henry  Hcllmich,  band,  6th  Infantry,  all  music  in 
your  possession,  written  for  the  band,  that  may  be  needed  for  practice 
for  the  usual  Wednesday  evening  concert. 

'  Very  respectfully, 

‘  Your  Obedient  Servant, 

(Signed,)  ‘J.  F.  Munson, 

‘ls<  Lieutenant,  6 tJi  Infantry, 

'Adjutant.' 

did  disobey  said  lawful  order  of  his  Superior  and  Commanding 
Officer,  Lieutenant  Colonel  D.  Huston,  Jr.,  6th  Infantry,  by  pos¬ 
itively  refusing  to  deliver  up  said  music  to  Principal  Musician 
Henry  Hellmich,  -6th  Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  18th  day  of  March,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  Chief  Musician  George  Gewinner,  6th 
Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  Superior  and  Commanding 
Officer,  Lieutenant  Colonel  D.  Huston,  Jr.,  6th  Infantry,  through 
1st  Lieutenant  J.  F.  Munson,  Adjutant,  6th  Infantry,  in  person, 
to  deliver  up  to  said  Lieutenant  Munson  certain  music,  for  band 
practice,  did  disobey  said  order,  and  positively  refuse  to  give  up 
said  music.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  18th 
day  of  March,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
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Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Chief  Musician  George 
Gew  inner,  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  twenty-fire  (25) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  one  (1)  month." 

2d.  Private  Hiram  Aldrich,  Company  “  F,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Leaving  his  post,  in  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of 
War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Private  Hiram  Aldrich,  ‘  F  ’  Company,  6th 
Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the  post 
guard,  and  posted  as  a  sentinel  on  No.  3  ]post,  did  leave  said  post 
without  permission  from  competent  authority.  This  at  Fort 
Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  15th  day  of  April,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Violation  of  the  99th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  Private  Hiram  Aldrich,  *  F  ’  Company,  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the  post  guard, 
and  posted  as  a  sentinel  on  No.  3  post,  did,  without  being  au¬ 
thorized,  quit  his  musket  and  go  ten  (10)  paces,  more  or  less, 
therefrom.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  15th 
day  of  April,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 


“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him.  Private  Hiram  Aldrich, 
Company  “  F,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard 
tabor,  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 

3d.  Private  Charles  N.  Goldsmith,  Company  “  F,”  6th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Charles  N.  Goldsmith,  ‘F’  Com¬ 
pany,  6th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  Slates,  did  desert  said  service  on  or  about  the  24th  day 
of  April,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent  therefrom  until  on  or 
about  the  27th  day  of  April,  1873,  when  he  was  apprehended  at 
or  near  Little  Muddy  Creek,  D.  T.  Thirty  dollars  ($30.00)  re¬ 
ward  paid  for  his  apprehension.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on 
the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  Charles  N.  Goldsmith,  ‘  F  ’  Com¬ 
pany,  6th  Infantry,  did  take,  steal  and  carry  away  from  the 
quarters  of  ‘  F  ’  Company,  6th  Infantry,  with  intent  to  appro¬ 
priate  to  his  own  use,  one  (1)  Springfield  rifle  musket,  of  the 
value  of  twenty-one  dollars  and  sixty-eight  cents  ($21.68),  one 
(1)  cartridge  box  belt  plate,  of  the  value  of  nine  cents  (9c.),  one 
(1)  waist  belt,  of  the  value  of  thirty-six  (36)  cents,  one  (1)  waist 
belt  plate,  of  the  value  of  six  (6)  cents,  and  twenty  (20)  rounds 
metallic  cartridges,  of  the  value  of  one  dollar  and  twenty  cehis 


($1.20),  the  property  of  the  United  States,  for  which  1st  Lieu¬ 
tenant  R.  H.  Day,  6th  Infantry,  is  accountable.  This  at  Fort 
Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  April,  1873.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 

Charge  II. 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  N. 
Goldsmith,  Company  “  F,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
all  pay  and  allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues 
of  the  laundress,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  place  as  the  Depart¬ 
ment  Commander  may  direct,  for  five  (5)  years,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged.” 

4th.  Private  James  H.  Kent,  Company  “  E,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 


Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  James  H.  Kent,  ‘  E  ’  Company, 
6th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 


States,  did  desert  said  service  on  the  9th  day  of  May,  1872,  at 
Fort  Hays,  Kansas,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  at 
Springfield,  Illinois,  on  or  about  the  25th  April,  1873.  This 
at  Fort  Hays,  Kansas,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  James  H.  Kent,  *  E  ’  Company,  6th 
Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal  and  carry  away,  for  his  own 
use  and  benefit,  one  cartridge  box,  one  cartridge  box  belt,  one 
cartridge  box  belt  plate,  one  bayonet  scabbard,  one  waist  belt, 
one  waist  belt  plate,  forty  rounds  centre  primed  metallic  cart¬ 
ridges,  one  gun  sling,  one  screw  driver,  one  tompion,  one  canteen, 
one  haversack,  one  knapsack,  one  hat  eagle,  two  bugles,  two 
letters,  two  numbers,  and  one  pair  of  metallic  scales,  to  the 
money  value  of  $7.18,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and 
for  which  1st  Lieutenant  W.  H.  H.  Crowell,  6th  Infantry,  was 
responsible.  All  this  at  Fort  Hays,  Kansas,  on  or  about  the  9th 
day  of  May,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  H.  Kent, 
“  E  ”  Company,  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  that  are  or  may  become  due  him,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laun¬ 
dress,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  place  as  the  Department  Com¬ 
mander  may  direct,  for  three  (3)  years,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  d  ischarged.” 


5th.  Private  William  M.  Howard,  Company  “  E,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  William  M.  Howard,  ‘ E  ’ 
Company,  6th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States,  did  desert  said  service  on  the  10th  day  of 
March,  1872,  at  Fort  Dodge,  Kansas,  and  did  remain  absent 
until  apprehended  at  Springfield,  Illinois,  on  or  about  the  20th 
of  April,  1873.  This  at  Fort  Dodge,  Kansas,  on  or  about  the 
dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  William  M.  Howard,  ‘E’ 
Company,  6th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal  and  carry 
away,  for  his  own  use  and  benefit,  one  Springfield  breech-loading 
rifled  musket,  calibre  .50,  complete,  one  cartridge  box  plate,  one 
waist  belt,  forty  rounds  centre  primed  metallic  cartridges,  one 
gun  sling,  one  screw  driver,  one  tompion,  one  canteen,  one  haver¬ 
sack,  one  knapsack,  two  hat  bugles,  two  numbers,  two  letters,  one 
eagle,  one  mosquito  bar,  and  half  a  shelter  tent,  to  the  money 
value  of  $58.85,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which 
1st  Lieutenant  W.  H.  H.  Crowell,  6th  Infantry,  was  responsible. 
All  this  at  Fort  Dodge,  Kansas,  on  or  about  the  10th  of  March, 
1872.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilt}-.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  ease,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  11  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  M. 
Howard,  Company  “E,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all 
pay  and  allowances  note  due,  or  to  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the 
laundress,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  place  as  the  Department  Com¬ 
mander  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  five  (5)  years,  and  then  to  be  dishonora¬ 
bly  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

6th.  Private  Edward  Schultz,  Company  “E,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Edward  Schultz,  ‘  E ’  Company, 
6th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  from  said  service  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of 
April,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  and  de¬ 
livered  to  the  proper  authorities  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  the 
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28th  day  of  April,  1873.  $30.00  paid  for  his  apprehension. 
This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  spec¬ 
ified.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Edward  Schultz,  ‘E’  Company, 
6th  Infantry,  did  take,  steal,  and  unlawfully  and  feloniously 
carry  away,  the  following  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  the 
property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  1st  Lieutenant 
W.  H.  H.  Crowell,  6th  Infantry,  is  responsible,  viz. :  one  Sharp's 
breech-loading  rifled  musket,  model  1870.  calibre  .50,  one  gun 
sling,  and  twenty  rounds  of  centre-primed  metallic  cartridges, 
calibre  .50,  more  or  less.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  24th  day  of  April,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification ,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  Schultz, 
“  E  ”  Company,  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  that  are  or  may  become  dm,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  for  five 
(5)  years,  at  such  place  as  the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  and  then 
to  be  dishonorably  discharged.” 


7th.  Private  John  Collins,  Company  “I,”  6th  Infantry. 


Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  Private  John  Collins,  Company  ‘I,’ 
6th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  or  near  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  on  May 
13,  1872,  and  did  remain  so  absent  until  apprehended  at  or  near 
Cherokee,  Iowa,  on  or  about  May  22,  1872.  Thirty  dollars  re¬ 
ward  paid  for  his  apprehension.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  Private  John  Collins,  Company  ‘  I,’ 
6th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  or  near  Yankton,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  June  2d,  1872,  and  did  remain  so  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  at  or  near  Chicago,  Ills.,  on  or  about  October  9,  1872. 
Thirty  dollars  reward  paid  for  his  apprehension.  All  this  on  or 
about  the  dates,  and  at  or  near  the  places,  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1  st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Collins, 
Company  “I,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  lo  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  that  are  or  may  become  due  him,  ercept  the  just  dues  of  the  laun¬ 
dress,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  place  as  the  Department  Com¬ 
mander  may  direct,  for  five  (5)  years,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged.” 


II. ..The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Chief  Musician  George 
Gewinner,  band,  6th  Infantry,  are  approved.  This  case  presents  a  pe¬ 
culiar  difficulty,  arising  from  the  uncertainly  which  exists  as  to  the 
ownership  of  the  musical  scores  which  the  accused  was  ordered  to 
transfer.  If  it  were  shown  that  the  music  was  composed,  arranged,  or 
even  copied  by  the  accused  while  in  the  employ  of  the  government  as 
chief  musician,  it  might  be  held  that  the  product  of  such  labor  is  the 
property  of  the  government,  and  this  notwithstanding  that  the  paper  or 
books  containing  the  manuscript  belonged  to  the  accused.  There  is, 
however,  no  evidence  upon  this  point.  A  part,  at  least,  of  the  books 
and  papers  on  which  the  music  was  written,  is  shown  to  be  the  property 
of  the  accused,  purchased  with  his  private  means,  and  there  is  no 
circumstance  tending  to  establish  the  ownership  of  the  scores  in  the 
government,  or  in  any  one  other  than  the  accused.  If  the  scores  were 
his  private  property,  the  order  to  deliver  them  up  to  another  was  illegal, 
and  the  failure  to  obey  it  involves  no  criminality.  The  findings  and 
sentence  are  disapproved.  The  accused  will  be  released  from  arrest 
and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Charles  A/.  Goldsmith,  Company  “  F,”  William  M.  Howard 
and  Edward  Schultz,  Company  “  E,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at  Still¬ 
water,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  their  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Hiram  Aldrich,  Company  “  F,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved ;  but, 
upon  the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the  members  of  the  Court, 
and  in  view  of  the  diseased  condition  of  the  prisoner,  as  reported  by 
the  post  surgeon,  the  sentence  is  remitted.  He  will  be  released  from 
confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 
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The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  James  H.  Kent,  Company  “  E,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved.  In 
view  of  the  physical  disability  of  the  prisoner,  as  reported  by  the  post 
surgeon,  so  much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  and  hard 
labor  is  remitted.  The  remainder  of  the  sentence  will  be  duly  exe¬ 
cuted. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  Collins,  Company  “I,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may  be 
serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

official  : 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Nicholas  Dowt,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Edward  Hoffman,  Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  1,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  72.  f 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  32,  current  series, 

from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  1st  Lieutenant  W.  I.  Reed, 

7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

1st.  Private  Nicholas  Dowt,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  Nicholas  Dowt,  Company  1  H,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  feloniously  steal,  take,  carry  away  and  appropriate 
to  his  own  use,  a  certain  lot  of  blankets,  number  unknown,  the 
property  of  the  United  States.  This  at  or  near  Camp  Baker, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  August,  1872.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “  In :  that  he,  Private  Nicholas  Dowt,  Company  1  H,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  write,  or  assist  in  writing,  or  cause  to  be  written,  or 
did  connive  at  the  writing  of  and  sending  to  the  Commanding 
Officer  of  his  regiment,  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gilbert,  7th  In- 


fantry,  an  anonymous  letter,  which  letter  was  written  and  sent 
without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  his  Commanding  Officer. 
This  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  Janu¬ 
ary,  1873.” 

Charge  III. — “Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Nicholas  Dowt,  Company  ‘  H,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  write,  or  cause  to  be  written,  or  assist  in  writing, 
or  connive  at  the  writing  of  and  sending  to  the  Commanding 
Officer  of  his  regiment,  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gilbert,  7tli 
Infantry,  a  certain  anonymous  communication,  in  the  following 
words  and  figures,  to-wit : 


which  said  letter  Private  Nicholas  Dowt,  Company  1  H,’  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  did  as  above  stated,  send  without  the  knowledge  of  proper 
authority,  and  which  letter  did  unwarrantably  asperse  and  call 
in  question  the  character  of  his  Commanding  Officer,  Captain 
H.  B.  Freeman,  7th  Infantry.  This  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  29th  day  of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 
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Charge  I. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Nicholas  Dowt, 
Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  eight  dol¬ 
lars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  six  months,  and  to  be 
eon  fined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period 


2d.  Private  Edward  Hoffman,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  Edward  Hoffman,  Company  ‘  H,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  write,  or  assist  in  writing,  or  cause  to  be 
written,  or  did  connive  at  the  writing  of  and  sending  to  the  Com¬ 
manding  Officer  of  his  regiment,  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gil¬ 
bert,  7th  Infantry,  an  anonymous  letter,  which  letter  was  written 
and  sent  without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  his  Commanding 
Officer.  This  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th  day 
of  January,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Edward  Hoffman,  Company  ‘  H,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  write,  or  cause  to  be  written,  or  assist  in  writ¬ 
ing,  or  connive  at  the  writing  of  and  sending  to  the  Commanding 
Officer  of  his  regiment,  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gilbert,  7th  In- 


fantry,  a  certain  anonymous  communication,  in  the  following 
words  and  figures,  to-wit : 


which  said  letter  Private  Edward  Hoffman,  Company  ‘  H,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  as  above  stated,  send  without  the  knowledge  of 
proper  authority,  and  which  letter  did  unwarrantably  asperse 
and  call  in  question  the  character  of  his  Commanding  Officer, 
Captain  PI.  B.  Freeman,  7th  Infantry.  This  at  Camp  Baker, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him.  Private  Edward  Hoffman, 
Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  eight  dol¬ 
lars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  six  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.’’ 
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1 1... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Nicholas  Dowt  and  Edward  Hoffman,  Company  “  H,”  7th  Infan¬ 
try,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

OFFICIAL : 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m:. 


1.  Private  Miron  Hall,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  John  W.  Milltr,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Frederick  Contourier,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Hermann  Marschner,  Company  “  G,”  20th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  Otto  Neuhert,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry. 

6.  Private  Edward  Erfurth,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  4,  1873. 

General  Orders l 
No.  73.  f 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  168,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Surgeon  Anthony  Heger, 
Medical  Department,  U.  S.  A.,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

1st.  Private  Miron  Hall,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Sleeping  on  post,  in  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Miron  Hall,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
20tli  Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the 
post  guard  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  and  posted  as  a  sentinel  in 
charge  of  the  stables  at  that  post,  was  found  asleep  on  said  post 
between  the  hours  of  3  and  4  o’clock  A.  m.,  June  4,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Miron  Hall, 
Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  ten  dollars  of  his  .monthly  pay 
per  month  for  six  months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the 
guard,  for  two  months — the  first  ten  days  in  each  month  to  be  solitary,  and  on 
bread  and  water.’’ 

2d.  Private  John  W.  Miller,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  W.  Miller,  Company 
‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  on  or  about  January  9, 
1873,  and  did  remain  absent  from  his  company  and  post  until 
apprehended  and  brought  back  by  the  civil  authorities,  on  or 
about  June  18,  1873.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  W.  Miller, 
Company  “C,”  20  th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due, 


or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military 
prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  wearing  a  ball  and 
chain  weighing  twelve  (12)  pounds,  for  three  (3)  years,  and  then  to  be  dis¬ 
honorably  discharged  and  drummed  out  of  the  service.” 

3d.  Private  Frederick  Conlourier,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Chakge. — “  Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili¬ 
tary  discipline.” 

Specification.— “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Frederick  Contourier,  Company 
‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  being  a  sentinel  duly  posted  over  certain  pris¬ 
oners,  did  fail  to  exercise  proper  supervision  over  one  of  said 
prisoners,  namely,  Private  Joshua  Stewart,  a  deserter  from  the 
17th  Infantry,  in  consequence  of  which  failure,  said  Private 
Joshua  Stewart  did  make  his  escape  from  said  Private  Frederick 
Contourier.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  the  26th  day  of 
July,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  th e  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  Private  Frederick 
Contourier,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 


4th.  Private  Hermann  Marschner,  Company  “  G,”  20th  Infantry. 


Charge. — “  Desertion.” 


Specification. — “In  this :  that  he,  Private  Hermann  Marschner,  Company 
‘G,’  20th  Infantry,  an  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  from  Fort  Ripley,  Minn., 
and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  at  Brainerd,  Minn. 
All  this  on  or  about  the  12th  and  13th  days  of  June,  1873,  at  or 
near  the  places  above  specified.  $30.00  paid  for  his  appre¬ 
hension.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Hermann 
Marschner,  Company  “  G,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  al¬ 
lowances  now  due,  or  that  mayjbecome  due  him,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at 
such  military  prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate  for  three 
years,  wearing  a  ball  and  chain  weighing  twelve  pounds,  and  then  to  be  dis- 
honorablg  discharged  and  drummed  out  of  the  service.” 

5th.  Private  Otto  Neubert,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Otto  Neubei-t,  Begimental 
Band,  20th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  U.  S.  service, 
did  desert  said  service  on  the  20th  day  of  July,  1873,  and  did 
remain  absent  until  apprehended  at  or  near  White  Bear  Lake, 
Minn.,  and  brought  back  by  a  civil  officer  on  the  22d  day  of 
July,  1873.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  the  dates  above 
specified.” 


Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Otto  Neubert,  Regimental 
Band,  20th  Infantry,  did  take,  steal  and  carry  away  one  baritone, 
of  the  value  of  forty-eight  (48)  dollars,  the  property  of  the  20th 
Regiment  U.  S.  Infantry,  and  for  which  1st  Lieutenant  Septimus 
Carncross,  Adjutant,  20th  Infantry,  is  responsible.  This  at  Fort 
Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about  July  20,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Otto  Neubert , 
Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allmuances  now 
due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of 


the  United  Slates,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  for  the  period  of  three 
years  and  six  months,  in  such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander 
may  designate.” 


6th.  Private  Eduard  Erfurth,  Regimental  Band,  20tli  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Edward  Erfurth,  Regimental 
Band,  20th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  United  States 
service,  did  desert  said  service  on  the  20th  day  of  July,  1873, 
and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  at  or  near  White  Bear 
Lake,  Minn.,  and  brought  back  by  a  civil  officer  on  the  22d  day 
of  July,  1873.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  the  dates  above 
specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Edward  Erfurth,  Regimental 
Band,  20th  Infantry,  did  take,  steal,  and  carry  away  one  cornet, 
of  the  value  of  thirty-two  dollars  ($32.00),  the  property  of  the 
20th  Regiment  U.  S.  Infantry,  and  for  which  1st  Lieutenant 
Septimus  Carncross,  Adjutant,  20th  Infantry,  is  responsible.  This 
at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about  July  20,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

•  Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows : 
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Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  Erfurtk, 
Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now 
due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of 
the  United  Stales,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  for  the  period  of  three 
(3)  years  and  six  (6)  months,  in  such  penitentiary  as  the  Dipartment  Com¬ 
mander  may  direct.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Miron  Hall,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Upon 
the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the  members  of  the  Court,  so  much 
of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  and  hard  labor,  is  remitted. 
He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Frederick  Contourier,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and 
restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  John  W.  Miller,  Company  “C,”  and  Hermann  Marschner,  Com¬ 
pany  “  G,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly 
executed.  The  post  where  their  respective  companies  are  stationed  is 
designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Otto  Neubert  and  Edward  Erfurth,  Regimental  Band,  20th  In¬ 
fantry,  are  approved.  The  sentences  are  modified  so  as  to  make  the 
dishonorable  discharge  take  effect  at  the  expiration  of  their  terms  of 
confinement.  As  thus  modified,  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 
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The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at  Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the 
place  of  confinement. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Frederick  Shuttleworth,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Jo/m  Aldred,  Band,  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  10,  1873. 

General  Orders  \ 

No.  74.  f 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  146,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  J.  W.  Scully,  As¬ 
sistant  Quartermaster,  U.  S.  A.,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried 

1st.  Private  Frederick  Shuttleworth,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Frederick  Shuitleworth,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  17th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  steal,  take  and  carry 
away,  with  intent  to  convert  to  his  own  use  and  benefit,  from  the 
person  of  Private  Morris  Flatean,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry, 
on  or  about  July  6th,  1873,  the  sum  of  fifty  (50)  dollars,  the 
property  of  the  said  Private  Morris  Flateau,  Company  ‘  B,’  22d 
Infantry,  and  the  said  Shuttleworth  did  have  in  his  possession 
July  19,  1873,  four  (4)  five  (5)  dollar  bills  identified  as  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  stolen  money.  All  this  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  at  the 
times  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Frederick 
Shuttleworth,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United 
Slates  all  pay  and  allowances  noiv  due,  or  which  may  become  due,  except  the 
just  dues  of  the  laundress,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  and  confined  at  such  place  as  the  Commanding  General  may 
direct,  for  the  period  of  one  year,  at  hard  labor.” 

2d.  Private  John  Aldred,  Band,  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  John  Aldred,  Band,  17th  Infantry, 
having  been  found  drunk  and  staggering  in  rear  of  the  band 
quarters,  and  having  been  ordered  by  Chief  Musician  Rudolph 
Ritter,  17th  Infantry,  to  his  quarters,  answered  in  a  highly  re¬ 
fractory  way,  that  he  would  walk  just  as  slow  as  he  pleased  ;  that 
when  the  said  Chief  Musician  Rudolph  Ritter,  17th  Infantry, 
ordered  Corporal  Scliimmelpfenning,  on  duty  with  Band,  17th 
Infantry,  to  take  said  Aldred  to  the  guard-house,  the  said  John 
Aldred,  Band,  17th  Infantry,  saying,  ‘there,  you  God  damn  son- 

of-a-b - ,’  threw  himself  on  Chief  Musician  Rudolph  Ritter, 

17th  Infantry,  kicking  him  several  times  in  the  chest;  and  that 
when  arrested  by  a  corporal  and  file  of  men  from  the  guard, 
did  call  out  several  times  to  said  Chief  Musician  Rudolph 

Ritter,  17th  Infantry,  ‘you  are  a  big  -  .’  This  at  Fort 

Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  July  29,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Aldred, 
Band,  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  dollars  ($5.00) 
of  his  monthly  pay  for  one  month.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient  in  considera¬ 
tion  of  his  general  good  character.” 


11.. .  The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Frederick  Shuttleworth,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry,  are  ap¬ 
proved.  The  sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  dis¬ 
charge  take  effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As 
thus  modified,  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota 
State  Prison  at  Stillwater,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  Aldred,  Band,  17th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentence 
will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  re¬ 
stored  to  duty. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T., 
by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  146,  current  series,  from 
these  Headquarters,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


Bv  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


•  - 

* 

, 


' 


o.  c.  m. 


1.  Sergeant  John  Harbison,  Company  “  E,’’  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Musician  Frank  /l.  Brown,  Company  “  F,”  7th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Daniel  Morris,  Company  “  G,”  7th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Charles  J.  Keegin,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  (late  Sergeant)  William  Lonney,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Inf’y. 

6.  Private  Michael  Conway,  Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry. 

7.  Private  George  B.  Smith,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  11,  1873. 

General  Orders i 
No.  75.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  138,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

1st.  Sergeant  John  Harbison,  Company  “  E,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  81st  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this:  that  he,  Sergeant  John  Harbison,  Company  ‘  E,’ 
7th  Infantry,  commanding  the  guard  at  the  post  of  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  did  suffer  to  escape  on  or  about  the  14th  day  of  April, 
1873,  Private  James  Adams,  of  Company  ‘  K,’  7th  Infantry,  a 
prisoner  awaiting  sentence  of  a  General  Court  Martial.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Sergeant  John  Harbison, 
Company  “  E,”  7th  Infantry. 

2d.  Musician  Frank  .4.  Broun,  Company  “  F,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge.— “  Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Musician  Frank  A.  Brown,  Company  ‘  F,’ 
7th  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  as  musician  of 
the  same,  was  found  drunk  on  the  said  guard.  This  at  Fort 
Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  the  13th  day  of  April,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Musician  Frank  A. 
Brown,  Company  “F,”  7  th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten 
dollars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  three  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 

3d.  Private  Daniel  Morris,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 


Charge. — “  Desertion.” 
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Specification. — “In  this:  that  he.  Private  Daniel  Morris,  Company  ‘G,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  on  or  about  the  night  of 
the  21st  day  of  May,  1873,  between  the  hours  of  taps  and 
reveille,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested  by  acting  1st  Ser¬ 
geant  Robert  L.  Edgworth,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry.  This 
at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him.  Private  Daniel  Morris, 
Company  “G,”  7  th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  and  drummed  out  of  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  then 
to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  such  military  prison  as  the  Department  Com¬ 
mander  may  designate,  until  June  30,  1876,  wearing  a  ball  weighing  not  less 
than  24  pounds,  attached  to  his  left  leg  by  a  chain  not  less  than  three  feet  long.” 

4th.  Private  Charles  J.  Keegin,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  J.  Keegin,  Company 
‘  I,’  7th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  such  service  on  or  about  the  11th  day 
of  May,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested  at  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  September,  1872.  This  at 
Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of  May,  1872.” 


Charge  II. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
disci  pline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Charles  J.  Kecgin,  Company 
‘  I,’  7th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  and  carry  away  for 
his  own  use,  one  (1)  Springfield  breech-loading  rifled  inusket, 
calibre  .50,  and  forty  rounds  of  ammunition,  the  property  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  which  Captain  C.  C.  Rawn,  7th  Infantry, 
was  responsible.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
1 1th  day  of  May,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  J.  Keegin, 
Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  and  drummed  out  of  the  United  States  military  sendee,  and 
then  to  be  confined  at  hard,  labor,  in  such  military  prison  as  the  Commanding 


General  may  designate,  until  the  30//t  day  of  Jane,  1876,  wearing  a  ball 
weighing  not  less  than  twenty-four  pounds,  attached  to  his  left  leg  by  a  chain 
not  less  than  three  feet  long." 

5th.  Private  (late  Sergeant)  William  Lonney,  Company  “C',”7th  In¬ 
fantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  (late  Sergeant)  William  Lonney, 
Company  ‘  C,’  7th  Infantry,  when  ordered  by  his  superior  officer, 
1st  Lieutenant  William  Quinton,  7th  Infantry,  being  in  the  ex¬ 
ecution  of  his  office,  to  take  charge  of  the  company  mess  of 
Company  1 C,’  7th  Infantry,  did  disobey  such  lawful  order,  and 
did  reply:  ‘I  will  not  do  it,’ or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at 
Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  May,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  (late  Sergeant)  William  Lonney 
Company  ‘  C,’  7th  Infantry,  did  refuse  to  take  charge  of  the 
company  mess  of  ‘  C  ’  Company,  7th  Infantry,  when  ordered  by 
acting  1st  Sergeant  Wheaton  C.  B.  Goff,  Company  ‘  C,’  7th  In¬ 
fantry.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of 
May’  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows  : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 


“  Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  (late  Sergeant) 
William  Lonney,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard 
labor,  under  c.harye  of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  eight  months,  and  to  for¬ 
feit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the 
same  period.” 

6th.  Private  Michael  Conway,  Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Michael  Conway,  Company  ‘II,’ 
7th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service,  and  did  remain  absent  until  ap¬ 
prehended.  All  this  at  or  near  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or. 
about  the  night  of  April  10,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  Michael  Conway,  Company  ‘  H,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  enter  a  citizen’s  ranche  in  Benton  Gulch, 
M.  T.,  by  crawling  down  the  chimney,  and  did  steal,  take,  and 
carry  away  a  silver  watch,  the  property  of  one  George 
Schoemaker  (a  citizen).  All  this  at  or  near  Camp  Baker, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  April  10, 1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To'  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘desert  said  service,’ 
substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘absent  himself  without  leave  from  his 
company  and  post.’” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  ‘absence  without 
leave.’  ” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Conway, 
Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of 
twelve  months,  forfeiting  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars  per  month  of  his 
monthly  pay  for  the  same  period,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from 
and  drummed  out  of  the  military  service  of  the  United,  States.” 

7th.  Private  George  B.  Smith,  Company  “  H.”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  George  B.  Smith,  an  enlisted  soldier  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  private  Company  ‘  H,’  7th  Infan¬ 
try,  U.  S.  A.,  did  desert  the  said  service.  This  at  Camp  Baker, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  14th  day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  B.  Smith, 
Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  the  United  Stales  service,  and  then  to  be  confined,  under  charge 
of  the  guard,  until  July  3,  1876,  wearing  a  ball  weighing  not  less  than  24 
pounds,  attached  to  his  left  leg  by  a  chain  not  less  than  three  feet  long.” 

1 1... In  the  foregoing  case  of  Sergeant  John  Harbison,  Company  “  E,’’ 
7th  Infantry,  it  would  seem  from  the  evidence  that  a  careful  investiga¬ 
tion  ought  to  have  easily  established  the  innocence  of  the  accused, 
without  the  necessity  of  resorting  to  a  trial.  An  officer  who  prefers 
charges  against  an  enlisted  man,  without  having  first  used  all  means 
within  his  reach  and  knowledge  to  assure  himself  of  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  charges  are  to  rest,  neglects  one  of  the  gravest  of  his  duties, 
and  runs  the  risk  of  inflicting  an  injury  quite  beyond  his  power  to  re¬ 
pair.  It  is  hoped  that  a  case  of  this  kind  will  not  again  be  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  Department  Commander.  The  proceedings,  find¬ 
ings,  and  acquittal  are  approved.  Orders  have  already  been  issued  for 
Sergeant  Harbison's  release  from  arrest  and  restoration'  to  duly. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Mu¬ 
sician  Frank  A.  Brown,  Company  “  F,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Upon  the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the  members  of  the  Court, 
and  in  consideration  of  the  fact  that  the  accused  has  already  been  con¬ 
fined  for  several  months,  the  sentence  is  remitted.  He  will  he  released 
from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Daniel  Morris,  Company  “  G,”  and  Charles  J.  Keegin,  Company 
“  I,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The  sentences  are  modified  so  as  to 
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make  the  dishonorable  discharge  and  drumming  out  of  the  service 
take  effect  at  the  expiration  of  their  terms  of  confinement.  As  thus 
modified  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  their  re¬ 
spective  companies  may  be  serving,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  con¬ 
finement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  George  B.  Smith,  Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The 
sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take  effect 
at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified,  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  [late  Sergeant)  William  Lonney,  Company  “C,”  7th  Infantry,  are 
approved.  Upon  the  recommendation  of  a  majority  of  the  members 
of  the  Court,  and  in  consideration  of  the  previous  good  character  of 
the  accused,  and  of  the  fact  that  he  has  already  been  for  several  months 
in  confinement,  the  sentence  is  remitted.  He  will  be  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Michael  Conway,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gc.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Philipp  Biehl,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Henry  C.  Coales,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  Christian  Schonleber,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

4.  Private  George  W.  Himelright,  Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

5.  Private  James  Depp,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

6.  Private  Albert  II.  Johnston,  Company  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

7.  Private  John  Thompson,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

8.  Private  Theodore  W.  Cuthbertson,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry. 


H EADQUA RTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  13,  1873. 

General  Orders  \ 

No.  76.  J 

I...  Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  166,  current  series,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Sweitzer,  2d  Cavalry,  is 

President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

1st.  Private  Philipp  BUM,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Philipp  Biehl,  Company  ‘G,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  while  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  and  as  a  sentinel 
having  charge  of  two  prisoners,  did  suffer  said  prisoners  to 
escape.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  22d  day  of  May, 
1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Philipp  Biehl,  Company 
‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  while  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  and  as  a 
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sentinel  having  charge  of  two  prisoners,  did,  on  said  prisoners 
attempting  to  escape,  fail  to  fire  his  piece,  or  alarm  the  guard,  or 
give  any  notice  of  such  attempt  being  made.  All  this  at  Fort 
Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  22d  day  of  May,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification ,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Philipp  Biehl, 
Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  be  confined  in  the  post  guard-house, 
under  charge  of  the  guard,  at  hard  labor,  for  a  period  of  six  months.” 

2d.  Private  Henry  C.  Coates,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Henry  C.  Coates,  *  H  ’  Company, 
2d  Cavalry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  on  the  25th  of  June,  1873, 
and  did  remain  a  deserter  until  he  was  apprehended  on  the  25th 
day  of  June,  1873.  This  on  the  march  of  a  detachment  2d  Cav¬ 
alry,  en  route  to  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  date  above 
specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.!’ 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification ,  “  Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘  did  desert  said 
service,’  and  substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘  did  absent  himself  with¬ 
out  permission  from  proper  authority,’  excepting  the  words,  ‘  a  desert¬ 
er,’  and  substituting  therefor  the  word,  ‘  absent,’  and  of  the  excepted 
words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  absence  without  leave.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Henry  C.  Coatee, 
Co.  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the 
guard,  for  a  period  of  one  month,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  same  period.” 

3d.  Private  Christian  Schonleber,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In this:  that  he,  Private  Christian  Schonleber,  ‘G’  Com¬ 
pany,  2d  Cavalry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  did  desert  said  service  at  camp  detachment, 
2d  Cavalry,  on  Marsh  Creek,  Idaho  Territory,  on  the  25th  day 
of  June,  1873,  and  did  remain  a  deserter  until  he  was  apprehended 
at  Henderson’s  Creek,  Idaho  Territory,  on  the  26th  day  of  Jnne, 
1873.  This  on  the  march  of  a  detachment  2d  Cavalry,  en  route 
to  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  at  the  places  and  on  or  about  the  dates 
above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Christian  Schonleber,  Compa¬ 
ny  ‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  steal  or  take  away,  or  was  one  of  the 
party  who  did  steal  or  take  away,  three  (3)  Sharp’s  carbines, 
three  (3)  carbine  cartridge  boxes,  three  (3)  sabre  belts  and  plates, 
three  (3)  Stewart’s  attachments,  three  hundred  (300)  centre 
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primed  ball  cartridges,  cal.  .50;  total  money  value,  one  hundred 
and  seventy-eight  dollars  and  twenty  cents  ($178.20),  more  or 
less,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  2d  Lieut. 
Leonard  H.  Jerome,  2d  Cavalry,  is  responsible,  and  did  appro¬ 
priate  the  same  to  his  own  use  and  benefit.  This  at  camp  de¬ 
tachment  2d  Cavalry,  on  Marsh  Creek,  Idaho  Territory,  on  or 
about  the  2oth  day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  th e  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘or  was  one  of  a 
party  who  did  steal  or  take  away,’  substituting  in  place  of  the  words 
‘three  (3)  Sharp’s  carbines,’  the  words,  ‘one  (1)  Sharp’s  carbine,’  and 
excepting  the  words,  ‘  three  (3)  Sharp’s  carbines,  three  (3)  carbine  cart¬ 
ridge  boxes,  three  (3)  sabre  belts  and  plates,  three  (3)  Stewart’s  attach¬ 
ments,  three  hundred  (300)  centre  primed  ball  cartridges,  cal.  .50 ;  total 
money  value,  one  hundred  and  seventy-eight  dollars  and  twenty  cents 
($178.20),  more  or  less,’  and  to  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  th e  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘  or  was  one  of  a 
party  who  did  steal  or  take  away,’  substituting  in  place  of  the  words, 
*  three  (3)  Sharp's  carbines,’  the  words,  ‘  one  (1)  Sharp’s  carbine,’  and 
excepting  the  words  ‘  three  Sharp’s  carbines,  three  (3)  carbine  cart¬ 
ridge  boxes,  three  (3)  sabre  belts  and  plates,  three  (3)  Stewart’s  attach- 
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ments,  three  hundred  (300)  centre  primed  ball  cartridges,  cal.  .50  ;  total 
money  value,  one  hundred  and  seventy-eight  dollars  and  twenty  cents 
($178.20),  more  or  less,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

SiJNTENCE. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Christian  Schon- 
leber,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry,  “To  be  confined  in  such  penitentiary  as 
the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  the  period  of  two  years,  and' 
to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due,  or  that  may 
become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  for  the  same  period,  then  to 
be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service.” 

4th.  Private  George  W.  Himelright,  Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry. 
Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  George  TP.  Himelright,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  F,’  2d  Cavalry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  United  States,  did  desert  said  service  at  camp  de¬ 
tachment,  2d  Cavalry,  on  Marsh  Creek,  Idaho  Territory,  on  the 
25th  of  June,  1873,  and  did  remain  a  deserter  until  he  was 
apprehended  at  Henderson’s  Creek,  Idaho  Territory,  on  the  26th 
day  of  June,  1873.  This  on  the  march  of  a  detachment  v2d 
Cavalry,  en  route  to  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  at  the  places  and  on  or 
.about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification— “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  George  W.  Himelright,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘F,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  steal  or  take  away,  or  was  one  of  a 
party  who  did  steal  or  take  away,  three  (3)  Sharp’s  carbines, 
three  (3)  carbine  cartridge  boxes,  three  (3)  sabre  belts  and  plates, 
three  (3)  Stewart’s  attachments,  and  three  hundred  (300)  centre 
primed  ball  cartridges,  cal.  .50;  total  money  value,  one  hundred 
and  seventy-eight  dollars  and  twenty  cents  ($178.20),  more  or 
less,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  2d  Lieut. 
L.  H.  Jerome,  2d  Cavalry,  is  responsible,  and  did  appropriate 


the  same  to  his  own  use  or  benefit.  This  at  camp  detachment 
2d  Cavalry,  on  Marsh  Creek,  Idaho  Territory,  on  or  about  the 
25th  day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  excepting  the  word  <,  ‘  or  was  one  of  a 
party  who  did  steal  or  take  away,’  substituting  for  the  words,  ‘  three  (3) 
Sharp’s  carbines,’  the  words,  ‘  one  ( 1 )  Sharp’s  carbine,’  and  excepting 
the  words,  ‘three  (3)  Sharp’s  carbines,  three  (3)  carbine  cartridge  boxes, 
three  (3)  sabre  belts  and  plates,  three  (3)  Stewart’s  attachments,  and 
three  hundred  (300)  centre  primed  ball  cartridges,  cal.  .50 ;  total  money 
value,  one  hundred  and  seventy-eight  dollars  and  twenty  cents  ($178.20), 
more  or  less,’  and  to  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘  or  was  one  of  a 
party  who  did  steal  or  take  away,’  substituting  in  place  of  the  words, 
‘three  (3)  Sharp’s  carbines,’  the  words,  ‘  one  (1)  Sharp’s  carbine,’  and 
excepting  the  words,  ‘  three  (3)  Sharp’s  carbines,  three  (3)  carbine  cart¬ 
ridge  boxes,  three  (3)  sabre  belts  and  plates,  three  (3)  Stewart’s  attach¬ 
ments,  three  hundred  (300)  centre  primed  ball  cartridges,  cal.  .50;  total 
money  value,  one  hundred  and  seventy-eight  dollars  and  twenty  cents 
($178.20),  more  or  less,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  W. 
Himelright,  Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry,  “To  be  confined  in  such  peniten¬ 
tiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  a  period  of  two  years, 
and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due,  or  that 
may  become  due ,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  for  the  same  period,  then 
to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  sei-vice.” 

5.  Private  James  Depp,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “ Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  James  Depp,  Company  ‘  H,’  2d 
Cavalry,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  of  Fort  Sanders, 
Wyoming  Territory,  and  having  been  placed  as  a  sentinel  over 
or  in  charge  of  two  prisoners,  to-wit :  Jennings  and  Kelly,  and 
having  been  instructed  to  not  allow  said  prisoners  to  escape,  did 
allow  Jennings  to  escape,  at  Fort  Sanders,  W.  T.,  on  the  1st  day 
of  May,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  but  attach  no  criminality.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Private  James  Depp,  Com¬ 
pany  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

6th.  Private  Albert  H.  Johnston,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 


Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Private  Albert  H.  Johnston,  Company 
‘  H,’  2d  Cavalry,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard  of  Fort  San¬ 
ders,  Wyoming  Territory,  and  having  been  properly  placed  as  a 
sentinel  over  or  in  charge  of  prisoners  Jennings,  of  Company 
‘  H,’  9th  Infantry,  and  Ryan,  Company  ‘  I,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  allow 
said  prisoner  Ryan  to  escape.  This  at  Fort  Sanders,  W.  T.,  on 
the  26th  day  of  April,  1873:” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,"  Private  Albert  II.  John¬ 
ston,  Company  “II,”  2d  Cavalry. 


7tli.  Private  John  Thompson,  Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Thompson,  ‘II  ’  Compa¬ 
ny,  2d  Cavalry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  on  the  25th  of  June,  1873, 
and  did  remain  a  deserter  until  he  was  apprehended  on  the  25th 
day  of  June,  1873.  This  ^on  the  march  of  a  detachment  2d 
Cavalry,  en  route  to  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T  ,  on  or  about  the  date  above 
specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  John  Thompson,  ‘  H  ’  Compa¬ 
ny,  2d  Cavalry,  did,  without  permission  from  proper  authority, 
absent  himself  from  his  detachment  in  camp,  from  7  o’clock  A.  m. 


9 

until  3  o’clock  p.  m.,  on  the  21st  day  of  June,  1873.  This  at 
camp  of  a  detachment  of  2d  Cavalry,  near  Corinne,  Utah  Terri¬ 
tory,  on  or  about  the  date  above  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Findikg. 

Tlie  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty." 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Private  John  Thompson, 

Company  “  II,”  2d  Cavalry. 

8th.  Private  Theodore  W.  Cuthbeiison,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Theodore  W.  Cuthbertson, 
Company  ‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  did  desert  said  service  at  camp  de¬ 
tachment  2d  Cavalry,  on  Marsh  Creek,  Idaho  Territory,  on  the 
25th  of  June,  1873,  and  did  remain  a  deserter  until  he  was  ap¬ 
prehended  at  Henderscn’s  Creek,  Idaho  Territory,  on  the  26th 


10 


day  of  June,  1873.  This  on  the  march  of  a  detachment  2d  Cav¬ 
alry,  en  route  to  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  at  the  places  and  on  or  about 
the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  I I.— “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Theodore  W.  Cuthberteon, 
Company  ‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  steal  or  take  away,  or  was  one  of 
a  party  who  did  steal  or  take  away,  three  (3)  Sharp’s  carbines, 
three  (3)  carbine  cartridge  boxes,  three  (3)  sabre  belts  and  plates, 
three  (3)  Stewart’s  attachments,  and  three  hundred  (300)  centre 
primed  ball  cartridges,  cal.  .50;  total  money  value,  one  hundred 
and  seventy-eight  dollars  and  twenty  cents  ($178.20),  more  or 
less,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  2d  Lieut. 
L.  H.  Jerome,  2d  Cavalry,  is  responsible,  and  did  appropriate 
the  same  for  his  own  use  and  benefit.  This  at  camp  detachment 
2d  Cavalry,  on  Marsh  Creek,  Idaho  Territory,  on  or  about  the 
2oth  day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘  or  was  one  of  a 
party  who  did  steal  or  take  away,’  substituting  for  the  words,  ‘  three  (3) 
Sharp’s  carbines,’  the  words,  'one(l)  Sharp’s  carbine,’  and  excepting 
the  words,  ‘  three  (3)  Sharp’s  carbines,  three  (3)  carbine  cartridge  boxes, 
three  (3)  sabre  belts  and  plates,  three  (3)  Stewart’s  attachments,  and 
three  hundred  (300)  centre  primed  ball  cartridges,  cal.  .50  ;  total  money 
value,  one  hundred  and  seventy -eight  dollars  and  twenty  cents  ($178.20), 
more  or  less,’  and  to  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 
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Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘  or  was  one  of  a 
party  who  did  steal  or  take  away,’  substituting  for  the  words,  ‘  three  (3) 
Sharp’s  carbines,’  the  words,  ‘one  (1)  Sharp’s  carbine,’ and  excepting  the 
words,  ‘  three  (3)  Sharp’s  carbines,  three  (3)  carbine  cartridge  boxes, 
three  (3)  sabre  belts  and  plates,  three  (3)  Stewart’s  attachments,  and 
three  hundred  (300)  centre  primed  ball  cartridges,  cal.  .50 ;  total  money 
value,  one  hundred  and  seventy-eight  dollars  and  twenty  cents  ($ 178.20), 
more  or  less,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.’’ 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Theodore  W. 
Cuthbertson,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  be  confined  in  such  peniten¬ 
tiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  a  period  of  two 
years  ;  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due,  or  that 
may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  for  the  same  period, 
then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  sen  ice.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Philipp  Biehl,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Upon 
the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the  members  of  the  Court,  the  sen¬ 
tence  is  remitted.  lie  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored 
to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Henry  C.  Coates,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of  Pri¬ 
vates  Christian  Schonleber  and  Theodore  W.  Cuthbertson,  Company  “  G,” 
and  George  W.  Himelright,  Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison 
at  Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  their  confinement. 
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The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittals  in  the  foregoing  cases  of  Pri¬ 
vates  James  Depp,  Albert  H.  Johnston,  and  John  Thompson,  Company 
“  H,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Orders  have  already  been  issued  for 
their  release  from  confinement  and  restoration  to  duty. 


offioiai. : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  Generai,  Terry 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


G.  C.  !M. 


1st  Lieutenant  Frank  D.  Garretty,  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OE  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  19,  1873. 

General  Orders i 
No.  77.  I 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  140,  current  se¬ 
ries,  from  these  headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  J.  W.  Scully, 
Assistant  Quartermaster,  U.  S.  A.,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and 
tried : 

1st  Lieutenant  Frank  D.  Gai-retty,  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Drunkenness  on  duty.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  1st  Lieutenant  Frank  D.  Garretty,  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  as  Officer  of  the  Day, 
and  on  duty  as  such,  was  found  drunk.  This  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of  May,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Neglect  of  duty.” 

Specification  1st. — “In:  that  1st  Lieutenant  Frank  T).  Garretty,  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  did,  while  on  duty  as  Officer  of  the  Day,  fail  and  neglect  to 
furnish  the  countersign  to  the  Sergeant  in  charge  of  the  post 
guard.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of 
May,  1873.” 

Specification  2d. — “  In  :  that  1st  Lieutenant  Frank  D.  Garretty,  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  having  been  duly  detailed,  and  on  duty  as  Officer  of  the 
Day,  did  fail  and  neglect  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  a 
post  circular  in  words  and  figures  as  follows  : 


‘HEADQUARTERS.  FORT  RICE,  D.  T., 

‘  May  21st,  1871. 

‘  Circular. 

‘  The  Officer  of  the  Day  at  this  post  will  hereafter  execute  the  follow¬ 
ing  duties  :  Immediately  after  relieving  the  old  Officer  of  the  Day,  he 
will  closely  inspect  the  prisoners’  room,  blankets,  &c.  No  knapsacks, 
bedticks,  boxes,  or  any  article  capable  of  concealing  anything,  will  be  al¬ 
lowed  in  the  prisoners’  room.  The  floor,  walls  and  ceiling  will  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  Guard  Mount,  Retreat,  Tattoo,  and  when  the  officer  makes  his 
grand  rounds.  After  the  Retreat,  the  Corporal  of  each  relief,  upon  going 
out,  will  satisfy  himself  by  inspection,  that  the  prisoners  are  present.  The 
Officer  of  the  Day,  when  making  the  grand  rounds,  will  inspect  the 
prisoners’  room,  cause  them  to  stand  at  attention,  and  examine  their 
shackles.  Immediately  after  the  prisoners’ getting  their  meals,  all  table 
furniture  will  be  removed.  There  being  no  Officer  of  the  Guard,  be¬ 
sides  making  his  grand  rounds,  the  Officer  of  the  Day  will  visit  his  sen¬ 
tinels  at  least  once  during  his  tour  of  duty,  and  will  have  his  guard 
turned  out  and  inspected  at  least  once  during  his  tour. 

‘By  Order  op  Captain  Sanger, 
‘[Signed],  horatio  potter,  jun., 

‘  1st  Lieut,  and  Adjutant,  17th  Infantry. 

'  Poet  Adjutant.” 

in,  that  the  said  Lieutenant  Garretty  did  not  visit  the  guard 
at  Tattoo  roll-call.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
13th  day  of  May,  1873.” 

Charge  III. — “  Conduct  unbecoming  an  officer  and  gentleman.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  1st  Lieutenant  Frank  D.  Garretty,  17tli  Infant¬ 
ry,  did,  after  having  pledged  his  word  of  honor  as  an  officer  and 
a  gentleman  to  his  Commanding  Officer,  Colonel  T.  L.  Critten¬ 
den,  17th  Infantry,  to  the  effect  that  he  would  not  thereafter 
drink  another  drop  of  liquor,  did  afterwards  violate  such  pledge 
of  honor  by  drinking  whiskey.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  14th  day  of  May,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
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To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  1st  Lieutenant  Frank 
D.  Garretty,  17th  Infantry,  “  To  be  reprimanded  in  General  Orders  from 
Department  Headquarters.” 

II. ..The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  1st  Lieutenant  Frank 
D.  Garretty,  17th  Infantry,  are  approved.  In  the  opinion  of  the  review¬ 
ing  authority,  the  findings  upon  the  first  Charge  and  its  Specification  are 
diametrically  opposed  to  the  weight  of  the  evidence.  By  the  strongest 
implication,  the  accused  admitted  to  the  Commanding  Officer  of  the  post 
that  he  had  been  drunk — drunk  on  duty — drunk  while  on  duty  on  the 
day  named  in  the  specification,  and  the  testimony  of  the  witnesses  who 
testified  that  they  saw  him  at  certain  times  during  that  day,  and  did  not 
think  that  he  was  drunk,  might  have  been  increased  forty  fold,  and  yet 
it  would  have  been  insufficient  to  outweigh  this  admission.  These  find¬ 
ings  are  therefore  disapproved. 
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The  reviewing  authority  is  at  a  loss  to  understand  the  findings  upon 
the  3d  Charge  and  its  Specification.  He  cannot  believe  that  the  officers 
who  composed  the  Court  attach  no  criminality  to  the  breach  of  a  plight¬ 
ed  word,  for  men  who  attach  no  criminality  to  such  an  offence,  have  no 
place  among  men  of  honor — the  army  is  no  place  for  them.  It  is  found 
by  the  Court,  that  the  accused,  on  the  morning  after  the  day  on  which 
it  is  charged  that  he  was  drunk  on  duty,  of  his  own  motion  solemnly 
promised  his  Commanding  Officer  that  so  long  as  he  should  continue  to 
be  an  officer  of  the  regiment,  he  would  drink  no  more  intoxicating 
liquor,  and  that  afterwards,  on  the  same  day,  he  drank  whiskey  in  the 
quarters  of  the  Adjutant  of  the  post.  Had  the  finding  of  the  Court  on 
the  1st  Charge  been  in  accordance  with  the  evidence,  it  might  have  been 
surmised  that  the  Court  believed  that  he  was  still  drunk  when  he  gave 
the  promise,  and  did  not  remember  it  when  he  broke  it.  But  deprived 
of  this  explanation  by  the  action  of  the  Court  itself,  and  unable  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  Court  considers  promise-breaking,  conduct  becoming  an 
officer  and  a  gentleman,  the  reviewing  authority  can  only  repeat  that  he 
finds  it  impossible  to  understand  these  findings.  They  are  disapproved. 

The  findings  upon  the  2d  Charge  and  its  Specifications  are  approved  ; 
but  the  reviewing  authority  declines  to  assist  the  Court  to  bring  military 
law  into  contempt,  by  administering  a  reprimand  for  the  offense  of 
which  the  accused  was  found  guilty,  and  he  therefore  disapproves  the 
sentence. 

Lieutenant  Garretty  is  released  from  arrest  and  will  report  for  duty. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T., 
by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  140,  current  series,  from 
these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  J.  W.  Scully,  Assistant 
Quartermaster,  U.  S.  A.,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By'  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  I>.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  rani,  Minn.,  September  20,  1873. 

Gestural  Orders  i 
No.  78.  f 

Pursuant  to  directions  from  the  War  Department,  all  disbursing  offi¬ 
cers  serving  in  this  Military  Department,  having  public  funds  to  their 
credit  with  the  First  National  Bank  of  St.  Paul,  are  hereby  ordered  to 
forthwith  draw  their  official  checks  on  said  bank  in  favor  of  the  Mer¬ 
chants  National  Bank  of  St.  Paul,  so  as  to  effect  a  transfer  to  their  6fli- 
cial  credit,  in  the  last  named  bank,  of  one-third  of  their  respective  bal¬ 
ances  in  the  First  National. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  .4.  D.  C. 


■ 

-  ' 

_ 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Thomas  White,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Musician  Edward  Gillespie,  Company  “A,”  20tli  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Patrick  Kelley,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  22,  1873. 

General  Orders  t 
No.  79.  / 


I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  1G8,  current  se¬ 
ries,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Surgeon  Anthony  Heger, 
Medical  Department,  U.  S.  A.,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  Thomas  White,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Thomas  White,  private  soldier  in  Company 
‘A,’  20th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  into  the  service  of 
the  United  States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  Abercrombie, 
D.  T.,  on  the  6th  day  of  November,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent 
until  apprehended  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  on  the  28th  day  of  July, 
1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


2 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  White, 
Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowance  that  are 
or  may  become  due  him  ;  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military  prison 
as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  three  (3)  years,  wearing  a 
ball  and  chain  weighing  twelve  (12)  pounds,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  and  drummed  out  of  the  service.” 

2d.  Musician  Edward  Gillespie,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “  Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this:  that  Musician  Edward  Gillespie,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  was  drunk  on  his  guard.  This  at  Fort  Abercrom¬ 
bie,  D.  T.,  August  6th,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  tli e  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Musician  Edward  Gilles¬ 
pie,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

3d.  Private  Patrick  Kelley,  Company  “I,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  :  that  he,  Private  Patrick  Kelley,  Company  ‘  I,’  7th 
Regiment  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Breckenridge,  Minnesota, 
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on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  June,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent 
until  apprehended  at  St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  on  or  about  the  14th 
day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Patrick  Kelley, 
Company  “  I,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due, 
or  that  may  become  due  him  ;  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  such  military 
prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  three  years,  wear¬ 
ing  a  ball  and  chain  weighing  twelve  pounds,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  and  drummed  out  of  the  service .” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Thomas  White,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may 
be  serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Mu¬ 
sician  Edward  Gillespie,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and 
restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Patrick  Kelley,  Company  “  I,"  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Upon 
the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the  members  of  the  Court,  the  sen¬ 
tence  is  remitted.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored 
to  duty. 
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III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  168,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Surgeon  Anthony  Heger, 
Medical  Department,  U.  S.  A.,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  24,  1873. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  80.  f 

The  District  of  Minnesota,  as  defined  in  existing  Department  Orders, 
is  hereby  abolished.  Commanding  Officers  of  posts  heretofore  includ¬ 
ed  within  the  limits  of  that  District,  will  report  direct  to  these  head¬ 
quarters. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Asnislant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


. 


Gc.  C.  M. 


'  Sergeant  William  Wardwell,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  30,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  81.  f 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  166,  current  series,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Sweitzer,  2d  Cavalry,  is 

President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : — ■ 

Sergeant  William  Wardwell,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Sergeant  William  Wardwell,  Company  ‘G,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  did  take  from  the  quarters  of  1st  Lieutenant  G.  C. 
Doane,  2d  Cavalry,  one  Colt’s  Derringer  pistol,  knowing  the  same 
not  to  be  his  own  property,  and  did  fail  to  return  the  same.  All 
this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  between  the  5th  and  11th  days  of  July, 
1873.” 

Charge  II. — ■“  Violation  of  the  38th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “In:  that  he,  Sergeant  William  Wardwell,  Company 
*  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  while  acting  1st  Sergeant  in  charge  of  a  de¬ 
tachment  of  his  company,  and  in  charge  of  clothing  drawn  for 
issue  to  said  company,  did  sell  or  lose,  through  neglect,  of  said 
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clothing :  six  pairs  of  stockings  and  one  pair  of  buffalo  over¬ 
shoes.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  between  the  18th  of  June, 
1873,  and  the  12th  of  July,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — -“In:  that  he,  Sergeant  William  WardweU,  Company 
‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  sell  a  pair  of  trowsers  to  an  enlisted  man  of 
‘G’  Company,  and  did  receive  a  bottle  of  whiskey  in  payment 
for  the  same — said  trowsers  being  United  States  uniform  pants. 
All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  July, 
1873.” 

Charge  III. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  :  that  he,  Sergeant  William  WardweU,  Company 
‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  trade  125  lbs.  of  bacon,  more  or  less,  for  but¬ 
ter,  eggs  and  fish,  without  permission  from  proper  authority — said 
bacon  being  a  part  of  the  rations  of  his  company.  All  this  at 
Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  between  the  12th  and  31st  of  July,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Sergeant  William  Wardwell,  Company 
‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  trade  12  lbs.  of  beans,  more  or  less,  for  but¬ 
ter,  without  permission  from  proper  authority ;  also  10  lbs.  of 
bacon,  more  or  less,  for  fish ;  also  5  lbs.  of  soap  and  5  lbs.  of  rice, 
more  or  less,  for  fish  and  butter — said  articles  traded  being  a  part 
of  the  rations  of  the  company.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  be¬ 
tween  the  18th  of  June,  1873,  and  the  12th  of  July,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “In:  that  he,  Sergeant  William  WardweU,  Company 
‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did,  while  acting  1st  Sergeant  in  charge  of  a 
detachment  of  his  company,  deprive  the  men  under  his  charge  of 
their  rations,  and  give  just  cause  of  complaint  on  that  account. 
All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  between  the  12th  and  31st  days  of 
July,  1873.” 

Specification  IV. — “In  this:  that  he,  Sergeant  William  Wardwell,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  was  under  the  influence  of  intoxicating 
liquor  to  such  an  extent  as  to  be  unfit  for  military  duty,  on  the 
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night  of  August  1st,  1873,  and  on  the  night  of  August  3d,  1873. 
All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.” 

Specification  V. — “In  this:  that  he,  Sergeant  William  Wanlwell,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did,  without  permission  from  proper  au¬ 
thority,  purchase  of  citizens,  on  credit  of  the  company,  of  one 
Etheridge  to  the  amount  of  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents,  more  or 
less,  and  of  one  Corcoran  to  the  amount  of  five  dollars,  more  or 
less — the  hills  of  said  purchase  to  be  paid  from  company  savings. 
All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  between  the  12th  of  July  and  the 
5th  of  August,  1873.” 

Specification  VI. — “In:  that  he,  Sergeant  William  Wanlwell,  Company 
1  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  sell  to  the  post  trader  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T., 
eggs  for  which  company  rations  had  been  traded  or  pledged,  by 
him,  for  whiskey.  This  on  several  occasions  between  the  20th  of 
June,  1873,  and  the  20th  of  July,  1873,  and  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.” 

Specification  VII. — “In  this:  that  he,  Sergeant  William  War  dwell.  Com¬ 
pany  1 G,’  2d  Cavalry,  having  permission  from  his  Company 
Commander,  1st  Lieutenant  G.  C.  Doane,  2d  Cavalry,  to  sell  37 
pounds  of  bacon  for  1,000  pounds  of  potatoes,  for  use  of  the  com¬ 
pany,  did  give  44  pounds  of  bacon  for  900  pounds  of  potatoes, 
and  did  obtain  eggs  for  the  balance  of  said  bacon,  and  did  lie  to 
his  Company  Commander,  in  relation  to  the  transaction,  stating 
that  he  received  1,200  pounds  of  potatoes  for  40  pounds  of  bacon. 
All  of  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  between  the  10th  and  31st  days 
of  July,  1873.” 

Specification  VIII. — Will  not  be  published. 

Specification  IX. — Will  not  be  published. 

Specification  X. — “  In :  that  he,  Sergeant  William  Wanlwell,  Company 
‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  receive  from  Private  Richard  Crum,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry,  a  five  dollar  bill  on  pretence  of  getting  it 
changed,  and  did  retain  said  bill  and  not  return  the  same  to  its 
owner.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  31st  day  of  July, 
1873.” 
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To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  CftARGE,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  5th  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  6th  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘for  which 
company  rations  had  been  traded  or  pledged  by  him,’  and  of  the  except¬ 
ed  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  7th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  8th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  9th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  10th  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  III. 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  4th  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  5th  Specification,  “Guilty,  but  attach 
Of  the  6th  Specification,  “  Guilty,  excepting 
company  rations  had  been  traded  or  pledged  by 
cepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  7th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  8th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  9th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  10th  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


no  criminality.” 
the  words,  ‘  for  which 
him,’  and  of  the  ex- 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Sergeant  William 
Wardwell,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry,  “To  be  reduced  to  the  rank  of  a  pri¬ 
vate.” 


II... In  the  foregoing  case  of  Sergeant  William  Wardwell,  Company  “G,” 
2d  Cavalry,  the  Department  Commander  sees  reason  to  regret  that  per¬ 
mission  was  granted  to  submit  the  charges  and  specifications  for  trial  with¬ 
out  previous  revision  at  these  Headquarters,  as  the  specifications,  with 
few  exceptions,  prove  to  be  so  imperfectly  framed  as  to  render  it  at  least 
doubtful  whether  any  offence  is  set  forth  cognizable  by  a  military  Court. 
The  1st,  2d  and  5th  specifications  to  the  3d  charge  set  forth  facts  which, 
if  proved,  do  not  necessarily  imply  criminality,  and  the  evidence  fails 
to  support  the  allegations.  The  plea  of  “Guilty,”  as  to  these  specifica¬ 
tions,  must  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  statement  of  the  ac¬ 
cused  in  his  defence,  which  shows  that  he  considered  himself  authorized, 
as  non-commissioned  officer  in  charge  of  the  mess,  to  dispose  of  the  sav¬ 
ings  for  the  benefit  of  the  mess.  The  6th  specification  to  the  3d  charge, 
as  modified  in  the  finding  thereon,  sets  forth  no  offence.  The  proceed¬ 
ings  are  approved.  The  findings  on  the  1st,  2d  and  6th  specifications 
to  the  3d  charge  are  disapproved.  The  remainder  of  the  findings  and 
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the  sentence  are  approved.  In  consideration  of  the  long  and  faithful 
service  rendered  by  the  accused,  the  sentence  is  remitted.  He  will  be 
released  from  arrest  and  restored  to  duty. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1st  lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor,  20th  Infantry. 


H  K  A  DQ  U  A  RT K  RS,  DEPA  RTM  ENT  OF  DA  KOTA , 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  1,  1873. 

General  Orders i 
No.  82.  1 

I...  Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abercrom¬ 
bie,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  1,  Special  Orders  No.  195,  paragraph 
II,  Special  Orders  No.  199,  paragraphs  I  and  II,  Special  Orders  No. 
206,  and  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  210,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden,  17 tli  Infantry, 
is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st  Lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor,  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9tli  Article  of 
War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  1st  Lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor,  20th 
Infantry,  Post  Quartermaster  and  Depot  Quartermaster  at  Fort 
Abercrombie,  Dakota  Territory,  having  been  ordered  by  his  su¬ 
perior  officer,  the  Commanding  Officer  of  the  post,  not  to  em¬ 
ploy  civil  employes  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  in  the 
cultivation  of  a  garden,  did,  at  various  times  in  the  months  of 
July  and  August,  1873,  disobey  said  order.  This  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  mentioned.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline,  in  violation  of  the  99th  Article  of  War.” 


Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  1st  Lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor,  20th 
Infantry,  while  acting  as  Post  Quartermaster  and  Depot  Quar¬ 
termaster  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  did  employ  certain  civil 
employes  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  in  the  cultivation 
of  a  garden  for  the  private  benefit  of  himself,  1st  Lieutenant 
R.  M.  Taylor,  20tli  Infantry,  and  to  the  neglect  of  duty  in  the 
Quartermaster’s  Department.  This  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T., 
during  the  months  of  July  and  August,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he,  1st  Lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor,  20th 
Infantry,  did  employ  certain  civil  employes  of  the  Quarter¬ 
master’s  Department  in  the  cultivation  of  a  garden,  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  said  employes,  and  to  the  neglect  of  duty  in  the  Quarter¬ 
master’s  Department.  This  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  during 
the  months  of  July  and  August,  1873.” 

Charge  III. — “Conduct  unbecoming  an  officer  and  a  gentleman.” 

Specification. — In  this  :  that  he,  1st  Lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor,  20th 
Infantry,  Post  Quartermaster  and  Depot  Quartermaster  at 
Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  having  employed  certain  civilian  em¬ 
ployes  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  in  the  cultivation  of  a 
garden  for  his  (Lieutenant  Taylors)  benefit,  and  having  been 
questioned  by  his  Commanding  Officer  as  to  such  conduct,  did 
deny  that  the  men  had  been  so  employed.  This  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  July  15th,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty,  with  the  exception  of  the  words,  ‘  for 
the  private  benefit  of  himself,  1st  Lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor,  20th  Infan¬ 
try,  and  to  the  neglect  of  duty  in  the  Quartermaster’s  Department.’  ” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  with  the  exception  of  the  words, 
‘  and  to  the  neglect  of  duty  in  the  Quartermaster’s  Department.’  ” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  III. 


“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty,  with  the  exception  of  the  words, 
‘  for  the  private  benefit  of  himself,  1st  Lieutenaut  II.  M.  Taylor,  20th 
Infantry,  and  to  the  neglect  of  duty  in  the  Quartermaster’s  Depart¬ 
ment.’  ” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  with  the  exception  of  the  words, 
‘and  to  the  neglect  of  duty  in  the  Quartermaster’s  Department.’” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  honorably  “acquit  him,”  1st  Lieutenant 
It.  M.  Taylor,  20th  Infantry. 


II. ..The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  1st  Lieutenant  R.  M. 
Taylor,  20th  Infantry,  are  approved. 

In  support  of  the  specification  to  the  first  charge  it  is  shown,  by  the 
testimony  of  two  witnesses,  that  on  the  15th  of  July  the  accused  re¬ 
ceived,  from  the  Post  Commander,  a  positive  order  prohibiting  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  the  hired  laborers  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  in  the 
cultivation  of  a  garden — of  any  garden  whatever — and  several  witnesses 
testified  to  the  fact  that  the  men  were,  after  that  date,  repeatedly  so 
employed.  There  is  no  evidence  whatever  contradicting  this  testi¬ 
mony. 


In  his  address  to  the  Court  the  accused  states  that  the  order,  as  un¬ 
derstood  by  him,  only  prohibited  the  employment  of  the  men  in  a  gar¬ 
den  in  which  he,  the  accused,  had  an  interest,  and  that  the  order,  as  so 
understood,  was  complied  with  by  confining  the  labor  of  these  men  to  a 
part  of  the  garden  which  had  been  given  to  them  for  their  own  use. 
Whatever  weight  the  Court  may  have  considered  the  statement  of  the 
accused  entitled  to,  as  showing  the  innocence  of  his  intent,  it  cannot 
avail  to  contradict  the  sworn  testimony  as  to  facts. 

'the  pleas  to  the  specifications  under  the  second  charge  raised  sim¬ 
ply  the  issue  whether  the  work  done  was  for  the  benefit  of  the 
accused  and  whether  it  was  done  to  the  neglect  of  duty  in  the  Quarter¬ 
master’s  Department.  It  is  admitted  that  the  laborers  hired  by  the 
Government  were  caused  by  the  accused  to  perforin  labor  for  the  pri¬ 
vate  benefit  of  individuals,  and  from  which  no  profit  resulted  to  the 
public.  It  is  in  evidence  that  this  was  done  not  merely  at  odd  hours', 
but  for  entire  days  and  for  several  consecutive  days  at  different  periods. 
The  accused  admits  in  his  statement  that  the  garden  was  his  own  and 
other  evidence  of  the  fact  is  not  wanting.  There  is  evidence  of  an  ar¬ 
rangement  by  which  the  laborers  were  to  have  a  share  of  the  produce 
of  their  labor,  but  it  appears  that  this  arrangement  was  not  made  until 
about  the  middle  of  July,  after  a  number  of  days  labor  had  been  be¬ 
stowed  upon  the  garden  and  there  is  ground  for  the  inference  that  it 
was  made  after  the  reception  of  the  order  prohibiting  such  employment 
of  the  men.  So  far  as  can  be  ascertained  from,  the  record,  the  work 
done  prior  to  about  July  loth  was  at  least  in  part  for  the  benefit  of  the 
accused,  and  there  is  nothing  but  his  own  statement  to  relieve  him  from 
the  charge  of  participating  in  the  fruits  of  the  labor  performed  subse¬ 
quently  to  that  date.  The  superintendent  of  the  Quartermaster’s  depot 
testifies  that  at  the  time  the  men  were  employed  in  the  garden,  neces¬ 
sary  work  in  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  was  left  undone,  for  want 
of  hands  to  do  it.  The  evidence  offered  in  contradiction  of  this  state¬ 
ment  is  purely  negative  in  its  character  and  proves  nothing. 

The  allegations  under  the  3d  charge  rest  upon  the  evidence  above 
referred  to,  and  the  testimony  of  the  Post  Commander  as  to  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  accused.  Whether  this  statement  was  or  was  not  de¬ 
liberately  false  depends  upon  facts  imperfectly  shown. 

The  findings  upon  the  3d  charge  and  the  specification  thereto  are 
approved.  The  remaining  findings  are  disapproved. 
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First  Lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor,  20th  Infantry,  is  released  from  arrest 
and  restored  to  duty. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abercrom¬ 
bie,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  195,  paragraph 
II,  Special  Orders  No.  199,  paragraphs  I  and  II,  Special  Orders  No. 
206,  and  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  210,  current  series,  from 
these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden,  17th 
Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  I).  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  John  Brocket ,  Company  “D,”  6tli  Infantry. 

2.  Private  John  Meier,  Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  2,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  83.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragrapli  V,  Special  Orders  No.  138,  current  series, 

from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  W.  B.  Hazen,  6th 

Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  John  Brocket,  Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Private  John  Brocket,  Company  ‘  D,’  6tli 
Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  and  remain  absent  until  arrested 
and  brought  back.  $30.00  paid  for  his  apprehension.  This  at 
Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  19th  day  of  May,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Private  John  Brocket,  Company  ‘  D,’  6th 
Infantry,  did  steal,  take  and  carry  away  the  following  articles, 
the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  Captain  M 
Bryant,  6th  Infantry,  Commanding  Company  ‘  D,’  is  responsible, 
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viz.:  1  B.  L.  Springfield  rifled  musket,  model  of  1868,  cal.  .50, 
money  value  $50.00  ;  11  rounds  centre  primed  metallic  cartridges 
and  1  haversack,  money  value  of  cartridges  66  cents,  money 
value  of  haversack,  43  cents.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  19th  day  of  May,  1873.” 

Charge  III. — “Forgery,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  Private  John  Brocket,  Company  *  D,’  6th 
Infantry,  did  present  to  Joseph  Leighton,  clerk  in  the  employ  of 
A.  C.  Leighton,  post  trader,  a  certain  order,  as  follows  : 

‘  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.. 

*  May  17,  1873. 

•  The  Poet  Trader 

‘  Will  sell  the  bearer  one  (1)  gallon  of  whiskey,  for  which  he  will  pay 
cash. 

‘M.  Bryant, 

Captain  0 th  Infantry, 


‘Approved. 

Dan’i,  Huston,  Jr., 

Lieut.  Col.  6 th  Inf.,  Bvt.  Colonel.’ 

which  order  was  not  signed  by  either  of  the  officers  whose  names 
are  appended  thereto,  but  willfully  and  feloniously  forged  by  Pri¬ 
vate  John  Brocket,  Company  '  D,’  6th  Infantry.” 


Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  Private  John  Brocket,  Company  ‘ D,’ 
6th  Infantry,  did  present  to  the  post  trader  a  certain  order,  as 
follows : 


‘  Fort  Buford,  D.  T., 


‘*5.00. 


May  17,  1873. 


‘A.  C.  Leighton,  post  trader,  will  sell  the  bearer,  John  Brochet,  en¬ 
listed  man  in  *  D  ’  Company,  6th  Keg’t  Infantry,  five  (5)  dollars  worth 
of  goods,  the  same  to  bo  collected  at  the  next  payment  of  the  company. 


‘M.  Bryant, 

Capt.  6th  Infantry, 

Com’d’g  Co.’ 


which  signature  to  said  order  was  not  written  by  Captain  Bryant, 
but  willfully  and  feloniously  by  Private  John  Brocket,  Company 
*  D,’  6th  Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  1'.,  on  or  about  the 
17th  day  of  May,  1873.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 
To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  2d  Specification,  Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  desert  said  service,’ 
and  substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘absent  himself  without  authority,’ 
of  these  words,  Guilty,  but  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  ‘  absence  without 
leave.’  ” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  from  and  including  the 
words,  ‘  which  order,’  to  the  end  of  the  specification  inclusive,  and  sub¬ 
stituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘  which  purported  to  be  signed  by  Captain 


M.  Bryant,  6th  Infantry,  and  approved  by  Lieut.  Colonel  Daniel  Huston, 
Jr.,  6th  Infantry,  he,  said  Private  John  Brocket,  Company  ‘  D,’  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  knowing  the  said  signatures  to  be  false,  and  with  intent  to  obtain 
goods  under  false  pretences,’  of  these  words  Guilty,  but  of  the  excepted 
words  and  part  of  specification,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty,  except  the  word,  ‘Forgery,’  sub¬ 

stituting  therefor  the  word,  ‘Conduct,’ of  this  word  Guilty,  but  of  the 
excepted  word,  Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Brocket, 
Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  six  (6)  months.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient  on 
account  of  the  long  time  the  prisoner  has  been  in  confinement,  and  the  further 
time  that  will  elapse  before  the  promulgation  of  his  sentence .” 

2d.  Private  John  Meier,  Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Neglect  of  duty.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  Private  John  Meier,  Company  ‘  D,’  6th 
Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  guard,  and  a  sentinel  in  charge 
of  prisoners,  did  permit  Private  Charles  N.  Goldsmith,  Company 
‘  F,’  6th  Infantry,  one  of  said  prisoners,  to  escape.  This  at  Fort 
Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  July,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.’’ 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Meier, 
Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  pay  for  one  ( 1 )  month.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  John  Brochet,  Company  “  D,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  confine¬ 
ment  and  restored  to  duty. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  John  Meier,  Company  “  D,”  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  it  is  evident  from  the  record  that  the  prisoner’s  plea  of  “Guilty” 
was  entered  under  some  misapprehension,  as  his  statement  sets  forth 
facts  inconsistent  therewith.  The  plea  and  the  statement,  when  con¬ 
sidered  together,  afford  no  ground  for  conviction  of  the  offence  charged, 
and  as  no  evidence  was  offered  in  support  of  the  charge  and  specifica¬ 
tion,  there  is  nothing  upon  which  the  findings  can  rest.  The  proceed¬ 
ings  in  this  case  are  approved.  The  findings  and  sentence  are  disap¬ 
proved. 

Private  Meier  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


■ 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  William,  Woodhouse,  Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Andrew  McKinney,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  4,  1873. 

General  Orders l 
No.  84.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  138,  current  se¬ 
ries,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  W.  Benham, 
7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  William  Woodhousc,  Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili¬ 
tary  discipline.” 

Specification. — -“In  this:  that  he,  Private  William  Woodhousc,  Company 
‘  II,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  guard,  and  hav¬ 
ing  been  placed  in  charge  of  certain  prisoners,  did  allow  one, 
Private  James  Kelly,  Company  ‘  H,’  7th  Infantry,  a  prisoner 
under  charge  of  desertion,  to  escape,  thereby  neglecting  his  duty 
as  a  sentinel.  This  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th 
day  of  July,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,"  Private  William  Wood- 

house.,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Andrew  McKinney,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Andrew  McKinney,  Company  ‘  15,’ 
7th  Infantry,  having  been  properly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the 
post  guard,  did  become  drunk  on  said  guard.  This  at  Fort 
Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  July,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
disci  pline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  :  that  Private  Andrew  McKinney ,  Company  ‘  B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  was  disrespect¬ 
ful  to  Corporal  Joseph  Geitner,  Company  ‘  B,’  7th  Infantry, 
commander  of  said  guard,  and  did  conduct  himself  generally  in 
a  disorderly  manner,  being  noisy  and  abusive.  This  at  Fort 
Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  oth  day  of  July,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this  :  that  Private  Andrew  McKinney ,  Company 
‘  B,’  7tli  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  and  having 
had  issued  to  him,  as  a  member  of  such  guard,  twenty  (20) 
rounds  of  centre  primed  metallic  cartridges,  cal.  .50,  did  illegally 
dispose  of  nineteen  (19)  of  said  cartridges,  and  did,  when  asked 
by  the  commander  of  the  guard  what  had  become  of  them,  re¬ 
ply,  ‘  You  can  charge  them  to  me,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This 
at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  July,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  1. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘illegally  dis¬ 
pose  of,’  substituting  therefor  the  word  ‘lose,’  but  attach  no  criminality 
thereto.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Andrew  Mc¬ 
Kinney,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  in 
charge  of  the  gvard,  for  the  period  of  three  months,  and  to  forfeit  ten  dollars 
per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  same  period.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  William  Woodhouse,  Company  “  H,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and 
restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Andreiv  McKinney,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 
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III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  138,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  .4.  D.  C. 


Gc.  C.  M. 


Private  Charles  F.  Foiezer,  Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  15,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  85.  f 

I...  Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  166,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Sweitzer,  2d  Cavalry,  is 
President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

Private  Charles  F.  Fowzer,  Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military'  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Charles  F.  Fowzer,  Company 
‘F,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  take,  steal,  and  carry  away  three  (3)  blank¬ 
ets.  the  property  of  Mr.  McRay,  a  citizen,  and  did  appropriate 
the  same  to  his  own  use.  This  at  or  near  Bozeman,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  22d  day  of  August,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 
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Of  th e  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Chargk,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  F.  Fow- 
zer,  Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now 
due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  to  be  con¬ 
fined  in  such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  deslynate,  for 
a  period  of  one  ( 1 1  year,  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service .” 

11.. . The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Charles  F.  Fowzer,  Company  “  F,”  2d 'Cavalry,  are  approvtd, 
and  the  sentence  will  lie  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison, 
at  Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  166,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Sweitzkk,  2d  Cavalry,  is 
President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

o.  n.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  Oenend. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A .  1).  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  30,  1873. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  86.  f 

Post  Commanders  will  at  once  cause  their  respective  Quartermasters 
to  prepare  and  forward,  through  them,  to  these  headquarters,  the  requi¬ 
site  annual  estimates  for  supplies  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30tli, 
1875,  as  follows : 

1.  Fuel. — To  set  forth  the  number  and  grade  of  officers  ;  the  num¬ 
ber  of  enlisted  men  and  laundresses;  the  number  of  offices,  store  houses, 
guard  and  hospital  fires,  &c.,  and  the  allowance  in  each  case,  agreeably 
to  the  Regulations,  and  also  the  total  quantity  required,  from  which 
will  be  deducted  the  probable  quantity  on  hand  July  1st,  1874.  The 
estimate  will  also  show  the  quantity  on  hand  at  date  of  estimate,  and  a 
line  or  column  left  blank  to  insert  the  quantity  recommended  by  the 
reviewing  officer  at  Department  Headquarters. 

2.  Forage. — To  set  forth  the  number  and  kind  of  animals,  whether 
horses,  mules,  or  oxen,  public  or  private,  and  whether  for  companies, 
bands,  or  in  the  Quartermaster’s  Department,  Ac.,  and  otherwise,  as 
in  the  case  of  fuel. 

3.  Straw  for  Bedding. — To  set  forth  the  number  of  enlisted  men, 
laundresses,  horses,  and  mules,  ami  for  hospitals,  and  otherwise,  as  in 
the  above  cases. 

4.  Stationery. — To  set  forth  the  number  of  Company  Command¬ 
ers  and  other  officers,  the  quantity  required  (in  separate  items)  for  Staff 
departments,  military  courts  and  boards,  Ac.,  and  otherwise,  as  in  the 
above  cases 

5.  Barracks  and  Office  Furniture,  including  material  for 
manufacture  and  repairs.  To  show  for  what  specific  purpose  the  articles 
are  required.  Where  the  allowance  is  fixed  by  Regulations,  the  esti¬ 
mates  will  be  made  to  conform  thereto,  and  otherwise,  as  in  above  cases, 
so  far  as  applicable. 

6.  Means  of  Transportation. — This  estimate  'will  embrace  all 


the  articles  for  transportation  service,  such  as  mules,  wagons,  ambu¬ 
lances,  harness,  saddles  and  bridles  for  the  Quartermaster’s  Department, 
and  articles  necessary  for  the  outfit  of  trains,  and  for  repairs,  and  other¬ 
wise,  as  in  the  above  cases,  so  far  as  applicable.  The  column  of  remarks 
will  show  the  specific  purpose  for  which  the  articles  are  required,  and 
the  size,  description,  &c.,  of  said  articles. 

7.  Barracks  and  Quarters. — This  estimate  will  embrace  all  the 
material  required  for  new  buildings,  and  for  repairs  (other  than  hos¬ 
pital)  ;  the  kind  and  quantity  for  each  building  to  be  stated  separately. 
In  the  case  of  new  buildings,  plans  thereof  must  be  sent.  The  size  of 
sash,  glass,  doors,  nails,  &c.,  will  be  given,  and  otherwise,  as  in  above 
cases,  so  far  as  applicable. 

8.  Hospitals,  and  Repairs  to  Same. — To  correspond  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  in  the  case  of  barracks  and  quarters,  and  also  to  have  the 
approval  of  the  medical  officer  of  the  post,  with  his  statement  as  to  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  repairs,  &c.,  desired. 

9.  Stoves,  Pipe,  &c. — Description  and  sizes  to  be  given,  and  other¬ 
wise,  as  in  above  cases. 

10.  Machinery  (including  parts  for  repairs). — Sizes  to  be  given, 
and  when  parts  are  required,  accurate  and  complete  descriptions  should 
be  stated,  with  name  of  maker,  and  otherwise,  as  in  foregoing  cases. 

11.  Horse  Medicines  and  Veterinary  Instruments. — To  set 
forth  the  number  of  animals,  public  and  private,  and  to  conform  to  the 
allowance  established  by  the  War  Department,  and  otherwise,  as  in 
foregoing  cases. 

12.  Tools. — To  embrace  blacksmiths’,  carpenters’,  wheelwrights’, 
masons’,  and  miscellaneous  tools,  but  each  kind  will  be  entered  under 
its  appropriate  classification,  and  otherwise,  as  in  foregoing  cases. 

13.  Miscellaneous  Stores  for  expenditure. — To  cover  all  the  ar¬ 
ticles  required  on  account  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department,  not  spe¬ 
cially  estimated  for  as  above.  The  size  and  special  use  for  each  article 
to  be  set  forth,  and  otherwise,  as  in  foregoing  cases. 

14.  — Clothing  and  Equipage. — This  estimate  will  be  based  on  the 
maximum  strength  of  companies,  and  will  be  made  out  agreeably  to 
form  No.  48,  Quartermaster’s  Department,  as  published  in  War  Depart¬ 
ment  General  Orders  No.  7  of  1872. 

The  estimates  for  clothing  and  equipage  will  be  made  out  and  trans¬ 
mitted  in  quadruplicate,  and  the  others  in  triplicate. 
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All  of  the  foregoing  called  for  estimates  must  be  forwarded  in  time 
to  reach  these  headquarters  not  later  than  December  1st,  1873. 

When  any  of  the  articles  required  are  procurable  at  or  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  posts,  the  prices  at  which  they  can  be  obtained  will  be  stated. 

The  estimates  will  be  carefully  examined  and  revised  by  Post  Com¬ 
manders,  and  be  accompanied  by  such  recommendations  and  remarks  as 
they  may  deem  necessary  for  the  information  of  the  Department  Com¬ 
mander,  or  for  the  best  interests  of  the  service. 

Suggestions  are  invited  as  to  the  best  markets  for  procuring  supplies, 
and  particularly  in  the  case  of  fuel,  whether  hard  or  soft  wood  or  coal 
should  be  procured,  and  in  the  case  of  hay,  as  well  as  wood,  whether 
the  same  can  be  cut  from  land  within  the  military  reservation. 

In  all  cases  where  articles,  in  number  or  quantity,  are  required  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  allowance  established  by  Regulations  or  Orders,  such  exces¬ 
sive  quantity  will  be  stated  in  a  separate  item,  upon  the  appropriate 
estimate,  and  the  exigency  of  the  service,  or  the  peculiar  circumstances 
which  render  such  action  necessary,  will  be  fully  set  forth. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OK  DAKOTA 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  31,  1873. 

General  Orders l 
No.  87.  f 

The  following  order  in  reference  to  Boards  of  Survey,  Receiving 
Boards,  and  Inventory  and  Inspection  Reports,  is  published  for  the  in¬ 
formation  and  guidance  of  all  concerned ;  and  all  orders  from  these 
headquarters  conflicting  therewith,  are  hereby  revoked  : 

BOARDS  OF  SURVEY  AND  RECEIVING  BOARDS. 

They  will  be  called  to  examine  public  property  damaged,  except  by 
fair  wear  and  tear,  or  otherwise  unsuitable  for  use,  and  for  the  purposes 
and  in  the  manner  contemplated  by  paragraphs  1019,  1020,  1022,  1024, 
1027,  1036,  1037,  1147,  and  1168,  Revised  Army  Regulations  of  1863. 

When  the  responsible  officer  is  the  only  officer  at  the  post,  he  will, 
instead  of  detailing  himself  as  a  Board,  as  provided  in  paragraph  1020, 
Revised  Army  Regulations  of  1863,  furnish  his  own  certificate  of  the 
facts  of  the  case,  supported  by  affidavits  of  non-commissioned  officers  of 
the  post  cognizant  thereof ;  or  should  this  not  be  satisfactory,  the  De¬ 
partment  Commander,  upon  notification,  may  send  an  inspector  to  make 
the  necessary  report. 

In  all  cases  of  damage  or  deficiency,  the  officer  accountable  for  the 
property  is  required  by  law  to  show,  by  one  or  more  depositions  setting 
forth  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  that  the  deficiency  was  by  unavoid¬ 
able  accident  or  loss  in  actual  service,  without  any  fault  on  his  part ; 
and  in  case  of  damage,  that  due  care  and  attention  was  exercised  on  his 
part,  and  that  the  damage  did  not  result  from  neglect.  Such  depositions, 
when  used  before  a  Board  of  Survey,  must  be  affixed  to  its  proceed¬ 
ings. 

All  persons  concerned  in  the  matter  before  a  Board  of  Survey  should 
be  heard  in ‘person  or  by  letter,  and  parties  who  seem  responsible  should, 
if  possible,  be  notified  to  appear — in  person  or  by  affidavit — to  show 
cause  why  they  should  not  be  held  responsible.  The  Recorder  should 


communicate  with  such  persons  or  parties,  the  Board  adjourning  from 
time  to  time  to  enable  such  evidence  to  be  taken  as  will  lead  to  a  just 
and  definite  conclusion.  The  Board  must  fix  the  responsibility,  if  pos¬ 
sible  to  do  so.  In  cases  where  it  fails  to  do  so,  it  must  state  its  reasons 
for  such  failure.  All  damage  or  deficiency  chargeable  against  any  per¬ 
son  should  be  stated  in  dollars  and  cents,  as  well  as  in  the  number  or 
quantity  and  kind  of  stores. 

When  stores  are  received  at  a  military  post,  either  by  purchase  or 
from  the  contractor  supplying  them,  they  will  be  examined  by  such  a 
board  of  officers  as  may  be  required  by  the  terms  of  the  contract  under 
which  they  are  furnished,  to  determine  whether  the  articles  presented 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  contract.  If  the  contract  does  not 
specify  any  form  of  examination,  the  Commanding  Officer  will  cause  an 
inspection  to  be  made  by  an  officer,  to  determine  whether  the  articles 
presented  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  contract,  and  a  certificate 
that  such  an  inspection  has  been  made,  with  the  name  of  the  officer 
making  it,  will  be  attached  to  or  written  on  the  voucher  before  payment. 

When  packages  of  military  stores  are  opened  for  the  first  time  after  com¬ 
ing  into  possession  of  an  officer  of  the  army,  he  or  some  other  commis¬ 
sioned  officer  shall  be  present  at  the  opening,  and  shall  verify  the  con¬ 
tents  by  actual  weight,  count,  or  measurement,  as  the  ease  may  require, 
and  make  a  written  report  to  the  Post  Commander  as  to  the  quantity, 
quality,  and  condition  of  the  articles  so  inspected.  If  the  officer  ac¬ 
countable  for  the  property  be  present  and  make  the  report,  he  will  secure 
the  attendance  of  one  or  more  civilians  or  enlisted  men  to  make  the 
affidavits  required  by  law  in  cases  of  deficiency  and  damage  If,  on  ac¬ 
count  of  deficiency  in  or  damage  to  the  articles  invoiced,  a  Board  of  Sur¬ 
vey  is  convened,  the  Post  Commander  will  turn  over  to  it  the  report 
made  to  him  by  the  examining  officer.  Such  report,  when  sworn  to, 
may  be  filed  with  the  proceedings  as  evidence.  A  copy  of,  or  sufficient 
extract  from,  the  invoice  in  which  a  deficiency  is  found,  will  also  be  tiled 
with  the  proceedings. 

When  military  stores  arrive  at  any  post,  and  any  deficiency  or  damage 
is  found  in  said  stores,  or  any  unnecessary  delay  in  the  delivery  is  re¬ 
ported,  the  Commanding  Officer  will  at  once  assemble  a  Board  of  Sur¬ 
vey  to  investigate  all  the  facts  connected  with  such  deficiency,  damage, 
or  delay,  to  report  the  apparent  causes,  to  determine  the  exact  defi¬ 
ciency,  to  assess  the  amount  of  damage  or  to  determine  the  period  of 
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delay,  and  to  set  forth  whether  the  same  is  attributable  to  neglect  or 
want  of  proper  care  on  the  part  of  the  carrier,  or  to  causes  beyond  his 
control.  In  the  case  of  stores  transported  under  contract,  the  Board, 
in  its  findings,  will  be  governed  by  the  terms  of  the  contract.  A  copy 
of  the  original  bill  of  lading  will  be  affixed  to  one  copy  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings  of  the  Board,  and  when  the  stores  are  received  under  a  transporta¬ 
tion  contract,  which  requires  that  the  receiving  officer  shall  endorse  the 
bill  of  lading  in  accordance  with  the  findings  of  the  Board,  a  copy  of 
the  proceedings  will  be  furnished  to  the  receiving  officer  by  the  Com¬ 
manding  Officer,  so  soon  as  acted  upon  by  the  latter. 

Proceedings  of  Boards  of  Survey  will  be  made  in  triplicate,  and  all 
three  copies,  after  being  reviewed  by  the  authority  convening  the  Board, 
will  be  forwarded  to  Department  Headquarters  for  revision,  and  no  ac¬ 
tion,  except  as  hereinafter  provided,  will  be  taken  under  the  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  Board  until  the  proceedings  have  been  revised  by  the 
Department  Commander. 

When  Boards  recommend  the  action  of  an  inspector,  and  the  recom¬ 
mendation  is  approved  by  the  convening  authority,  the  property  will 
be  inspected  by  the  Post  Commander,  and  the  Inventory  and  Inspection 
Reports  forwarded  with  the  proceedings  of  the  Board. 

INVENTORY  AND  INSPECTION  REPORTS. 

Inspectors  are  designated  under  paragraphs  1021  and  1022,  Revised 
Army  Regulations  of  1803.  The  reports  should  lie  made  in  strict  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  blank  forms  furnished.  The  recommendation  of  the 
inspector  will  be  made  under  the  respective  headings  of  those  forms. 

Property  which  may  have  become  damaged  or  unserviceable  in  any 
other  manner  than  by  ordinary  wear  and  tear  in  legitimate  use,  should 
be  acted  upon  by  a  Board  of  Survey  before  being  presented  for  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  an  Inspector,  and  a  copy  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Board  rela¬ 
ting  thereto,  be  presented  to  the  inspector. 

In  all  cases  of  damaged  property  not  submitted  to  a  Board  of  Survey 
prior  to  inspection,  the  inventory  must  show,  under  the  head  of  “  How 
rendered  unserviceable,”  that  the  damage  was  the  result  of  ordinary 
wear  and  tear.  If  acted  upon  by  a  Board  of  Survey,  this  column  will 
show  that  fact  by  the  remark,  “  See  Board  of  Survey,  per  Special  Or¬ 
ders  No.  - ,  of  - - ,  187  .”  The  proceedings  of  the  Board 


will  be  forwarded  to  Department  Headquarters  prior  to  or  with  the 
Inventory  and  Inspection  Report. 

Inventory  and  Inspection  Reports  will  be  forwarded  in  quadruplicate 
to  Department  Headquarters. 

When  condemned  property  is  ordered  to  be  destroyed,  the  destruction 
will  be  under  the  personal  supervision  of  the  Post  Commander.  When 
it  is  ordered  to  be  sold  at  the  post,  and  the  quantity  is  too  small  to 
justify  the  expense  of  advertising,  it  will  be  packed  up  and  kept  until 
there  is  a  sufficient  accumulation  of  similar  property  to  justify  the  ex¬ 
pense. 

In  the  case  mentioned  in  paragraph  1023,  Revised  Army  Regulations 
of  1863,  where  the  immediate  Commander  “  may  have  to  act  perforce,” 
the  property  will  be  inspected  and  condemned,  and  a  certificate  of  the 
disposition  made  on  each  inspection  report. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadikr  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  11,  1873. 

General  Orders i 
No.  88.  / 

1.. .A11  civilian  employees  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  in  this 
command,  employed  on  account  of  the  appropriation  for  barracks  and 
quarters,  will,  with  the  exception  hereinafter  made,  be  discharged  imme¬ 
diately  upon  receipt  of  this  order. 

11. . .The  authorized  exception  is  where  such  men  are  employed 
in  the  construction  or  repairs  of  public  buildings  specially  author¬ 
ized  during  the  present  fiscal  year,  from  these  or  superior  head¬ 
quarters,  and  in  these  cases  the  expenditures  for  services  and  material 
must  not  exceed  the  amount  authorized. 

111. . .Post  Commanders  are  charged  with  the  execution  of  this  order  ; 
will  acknowledge  its  receipt,  and  report  action  taken  under  it  ;  and  in 
the  cases  of  men  retained  in  service  under  paragraph  II,  will  report  the 
number  and  class  of  men  so  retained,  their  rate  of  pay,  the  work  on 
which  they  are  employed,  the  special  authority  for  such  work,  and  the 
probable  time  the  services  of  the  men  will  be  required  in  the  completion 
thereof. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


. 

•  ••  ’■  •  -  •<  '  • 

. 


:JI  u-Jv 


G.  C.  M. 


Captain  F.  E.  Grossmann,  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  13,  1873. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  89.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  100. 
and  paragraphs  IY,  V  and  VI,  Special  Orders  No.  118,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  Samuel  D.  Sturgls 
7th  Cavalry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : — 

Captain  F.  E.  Grossmann,  17tli  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  militai< 
disci  pline.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Charge  III. — “  Conduct  unbecoming  an  officer  and  a  gentleman.” 

To  which  charges,  and  the  specifications  thereto,  the  accused  pleaded 
as  follows : 


Charge  I. 


To  the  1st  Specification. — Special  plea  of  the  accused  in  bar  of  trial 
sustained  by  the  Court. 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 


To  the  5th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  6th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  7th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification. — Special  plea  of  the  accused  in  bar  of  trial 
sustained  by  the  Court. 

To  the  2d  Specification. — Special  plea  of  the  accused  in  bar  of  trial 
sustained  by  the  Court. 

To  the  Charge. — The  accused  did  not  plead,  for  want  of  specifica¬ 
tion. 


Charge  III. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘which  state¬ 
ment  that  Lieut.  Colonel  William  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  commanding 
the  post,  retained  said  papers  almost  exclusively  for  his  own  use,  was 
malicious  and  false.’  ” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  1  which  is  a  will¬ 
ful  misrepresentation  of  the  action  and  language  of  the  Commanding 
Officer,  Lieut.  Colonel  William  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  the  truth  being 
that  the  Commanding  Officer  declined  to  discuss  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  either  the  statement  of  Captain  Moore  and  Captain  Grossmann,  and 
that  he,  the  Commanding  Officer,  Lieut.  Colonel  William  P.  Carlin, 
17th  Infantry,  said,  that  ‘  for  some  time  past  he  had  believed  that  he, 
Captain  F.  E.  Grossman,  17th  Infantry,  and  Captain  Powell  had  been 
in  collusion,  consultation  and  co-operation,  in  efforts  to  annoy  the  Com¬ 
manding  Officer,  and  oppose  him  in  his  administration  of  affairs  at  the 
post.’  ” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  *  with  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  deceiving  the  Department  Commander,’  and  except  the  words, 
1  which  remarks  evade  and  suppress  the  truth  in  this,  that  Captain  O.  II. 
Moore,  President  of  the  Council,  informed  the  Council  that  he  should 
dissent  from  their  action,  and  wrote  out  his  dissent  in  their  presence, 
during  the  session  of  said  Council.’” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 


The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Find  the  facts  as  stated,  except  the  words, 

*  did  attempt  to  lecture  and  upbraid,’  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto, 
and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Find  the  facts  as  stated,  except  the  words, 

‘  therein  presuming  to  lecture  his  Commanding  Officer,  Lieut.  Colonel 
William  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,’  and  ‘  accusing  him,  by  implication 
at  least,  if  not  in  express  terms,  of  violating  the  regulations  for  the 
government  of  the  Armies  of  the  United  States,  and  with  substituting 
therefor  arbitrary  individual  rules,  in  conflict  with  the  letter  and  spirit 
of  the  regulations,’  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto,  and  of  the  ex¬ 
cepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  4th  Specification,  “Find  the  facts  as  stated,  except  the  words, 
‘belligerent  manner,’  and  the  words,  ‘through  the  representation  and 
influence  of  some  other  person,’  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto,  and 
of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  5th  Specification,  “  Find  the  facts  as  stated,  except  the  words, 

‘  in  the  absence  of  the  other  two  members,’  but  attach  no  criminality 
thereto,  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  6th  Specification,  “  Guilty,  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto.” 

Of  the  7th  Specification,  “  Find  the  facts  as  stated,  except  the  words, 

‘  attempt  to  avoid  obedience  to  said  order,  by  arguing  that  Captain  O.  H. 
Moore  should  also  be  ordered  to  expunge  his  remarks  in  the  Council 
Book,’  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto,  and  of  the  excepted  words, 
Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  1  malicious  and 
false,’  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Confirms  the  plea  of  the  accused,  but  attach 
no  criminality  thereto.” 
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Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Confirms  the  plea  of  the  accused,  but  attach 
no  criminality  thereto.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Captain  F.  E.  Grossmann, 
17th  U.  S.  Infantry. 


II...  In  the  foregoing  case  of  Captain  F.  E.  Grossmann,  17th  Infantry, 
the  action  of  the  Court  in  sustaining  the  plea  in  bar  to  the  1st  Specifica¬ 
tion  of  the  1st  Charge,  and  overruling  the  pleas  in  bar  to  the  4th,  5th 
and  6th  Specifications  to  the  1st  Charge,  is  approved. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  reviewing  officer,  the  action  of  the  Court  in 
sustaining  the  plea  in  bar  to  'the  1st  Specification  to  the  2d  Charge,  was 
clearly  erroneous.  The  language  used  by  Captain  Grossmann  was  in 
the  highest  degree  disrespectful  to  his  Post  Commander;  it  indicates  an 
intention  to  be  disrespectful  and  offensive.  The  defense,  that  it  was  used 
in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Adjutant  General  of  the  Department,  and 
therefore  privileged,  and  the  technical  objection  to  the  form  of  the  Spec- 
ification  which  the  accused  attempted  to  make,  are  not  entitled  to  con¬ 
sideration.  The  plea  should  have  been  overruled,  and  the  accused 
should  have  been  tried  on  the  merits  of  this  Specification.  The  action 
of  the  Court  in  this  regard,  is  disapproved. 

For  similar  reasons,  the  action  of  the  Court  sustaining  the  plea  in  bar 
to  the  2d  Specification  of  the  2d  Charge,  is  disapproved. 

The  findings  of  the  Court  upon  the  2d,  3d,  4th,  5th,  6tli  and  7  th  Spec¬ 
ifications  of  the  1st  Charge,  and  the  1st  Charge,  are  approved. 

The  findings  upon  the  three  Specifications  of  the  3d  Charge,  and  upon 
the  3d  Charge,  are  approved. 

The  reviewing  authority  deems  it  his  duty  to  animadvert  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  majority  of  the  Post  Council  of  Administration  convened 
at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the  31st  day  of  December,  1872. 
the  proceedings  of  which  gave  rise  to  some  of  the  foregoing  charges,  of 
which  majority  Captain  Grossmann  was  one.  If  the  Post  Commauder 
had  through  negligence,  or  even  intentionally,  improperly  kept  in  his 
own  possession  newspapers  bought  by  money  belonging  to  the  post  fund, 
it  was  the  right  and  the  duty  of  the  Company  Officers  of  the  post  to 
make  a  respectful  remonstrance ;  but  until  such  remonstrance  had  been 
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made  and  had  proved  ineffectual,  the  course  pursued  by  the  Council  of 
Administration  was  highly  improper,  and  a  gross  violation  of  the  254th 
paragraph  of  the  Regulations. 

Captain  F.  E.  Grossmann,  17th  Infantry,  has  already  been  released 
from  arrest  and  restored  to  duty. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  106,  and 
paragraphs  IV,  V  and  VI,  Special  Orders  No.  118,  current  series,  from 
these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  Samuel  D.  Sturgis,  7th 
Cavalry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  Genera  i.  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


' 

v:'.' 


a.  o.  m 


1.  Musician  Charles  Ramsey,  Company  “D,”  22d  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Hermann  Celick,  Company  “F,”  22d  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Charles  J.  Young,  Company  “  G,”  22d  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Charles  Good,  Company  “  C,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  17,  1873. 

Gexeral  Orders'! 

No.  91.  f 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ran¬ 
dall,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  228,  cur¬ 
rent  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  A.  Webb, 
22d  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Musician  Charles  Ramsey,  Company  “D,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “ Drunkenness  on  duty,  in  violation  of  the  4oth  Article  of 
War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Musician  Charles  Ramsey,  Company 
1 D,’  22d  Infantry,  being  regularly  detailed  and  on  duty  as 
musician  of  the  guard,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  per¬ 
form  his  duties.  All  this  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  19th  day  of  August,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilt}’.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Musician  Charles  Ramsey, 
Company  “  D,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under 
charge  of  the  post  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  Company  may  be  serving,  for 
three  (3)  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10)  dollars  of  his 
monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period.” 

2.  Private  Hermann  Celick,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Hermann  Celick,  Company 
1  F,’  22d  U.  S.  Infantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  service  of  the  United  States,  December  28,  1871,  did  desert 
said  service,  and  remain  absent  therefrom  till  apprehended  and 
arrested  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  on  or  about  July  25th,  1873.  This 
at  the  Big  Sioux  River,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  July, 
1873.” 

Charge  II.— “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Hermann  Celick,  Company 
‘  F,’  22d  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  feloniously  steal,  carry  away,  or 
otherwise  dispose  of  to  his  own  use  and  benefit,  the  following 
ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  the  property  of  the  United  States, 
viz.:  one  Springfield  B.  L.  rifle  musket,  valued  at  $50.00,  one 
haversack  and  one  canteen  complete,  valued  at  $81-100,  one 
gun-sling  46  inches,  valued  at  $60-100,  two  great-coat  straps, 
valued  at  $27-100,  one  cartridge  box  belt  plate,  valued  at  $8-100 
and  one  tompion,  valued  at  $2-100.  All  this  at  Big  Sioux 
River,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  July,  1873.” 


Charge  III. — “  Violation  of  the  22d  Article  of  War.” 


Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Hermann  Celick,  Company 
‘  F,’  22d  Infantry,  being  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  Company 
‘  H,’  2d  battalion,  16th  U.  S.  Infantry,  under  the  name  of 
Hermann  Zelis,  did  absent  himself  therefrom  without  a  regular 
discharge,  and  enlist  in  the  22d  U.  S.  Infantry  band.  All  this 
at  Memphis,  Tennessee,  1866,  and  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  Decem¬ 
ber  20th,  1868.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  following  words,  ‘one 
haversack  and  one  canteen  complete,  valued  at  $81-100,  one  gun-sling 
46  inches,  valued  at  $60-100,  two  great-coat  straps,  valued  at  $27-100, 
one  cartridge  box  belt  plate,  valued  at  $8-100,  and  one  tompion,  valued 
at  $2-100/  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty." 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  following  words,  ‘  one  tom¬ 
pion,  valued  at  $2-100/  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Hermann  Celick, 
Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  that  is  due  or  may  become  due,  to  be  confined  in  such  penitentiary 
as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for  the  term  of  three  (3)  years,  then 
to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  sendee  of  the  United  States.” 


3.  Private  Charles  J.  Young,  Company  “  G,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Drunkenness  on  duty,  in  violation  of  the  45th  Article  of 
War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  J.  Young,  Company 
‘  G,’  22d  Infantry,  being  regularly  notified  by  1st  Sergeant 
Breed,  Company  ‘G,’  22d  Infantry,  that  he  was  for  guard,  did 
appear  on  the  parade  ground  of  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  at  guard 
mounting,  so  much  under  the  influence  of  liquor  as  to  be  unable 
to  perform  his  duty.  All  this  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  morning  of  the  10th  of  September,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  J.  Young, 
Company  “G,”  22d  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  ( 10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  four  (4)  months.” 
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4.  Private  Charles  Good,  Company  “  C,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Sleeping  on  post,  in  violation  of  the  46tli  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  :  that  he,  Private  Charles  Good,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
22d  Infantry,  having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel  over  the 
corral  and  stables,  did  go  to  sleep  on  his  post,  and  remained 
asleep  until  awakened  by  the  non-commissioned  officer  of  the 
guard.  This  at  or  near  military  station  Lower  Brule  Agency ; 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  19th  day  of  August,  1873,  between  the 
hours  of  12.30  and  1.30  o’clock  A.  m.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘non-commission¬ 
ed  officer  of  the  guard,’ substituting  therefor  ‘relief,’  of  the  excepted 
words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Good, 
Company  “C,”  22d  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard 
labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  sixty  (60)  days.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Musician  Charles  Ramsey,  Company  “  D,”  Privates  Hermann  Celick, 
Company  “  F,”  Charles  J.  Young,  Company  “  G,”  and  Charles  Good, 
Company  “C,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be 
duly  executed.  Private  Charles  J.  Young  will  be  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  restored  to  duty.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison,  at  Still¬ 
water,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement  of  Private 
Hermann  Celick,  Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry. 


III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  228,  current 
series,  from  these  headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  A.  Webb,  22d 
Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m 


Private  John  Geaney,  Company  “  E,”  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  21,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  92.  j 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  V,  Special  Orders  No.  138,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  W.  B.  Hazen, 
6th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: — 

Private  John  Geaney,  Company  “  E,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Sleeping  on  post,  in  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Geaney,  Company  ‘E,’ 
6th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the 
post  guard,  and  posted  as  a  sentinel  on  Post  No.  4,  was  found 
sleeping  on  his  post  between  the  honsr  of  one  and  two  A.  M., 
on  the  morning  of  the  9th  day  of  June,  1873.  This  at  Fort 
Buford,  D.  T.,  on  the  date  above  specified. 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Geavty, 
Company  “  E,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  for  four 
(4)  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  (5)  dollars  per  month 
of  his  pay  for  the  same  period.” 

II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  John  Geaney,  Company  “  E,”  Gth  Infantry,  are  approved,  but 
upon  the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the  members  of  the  Court,  so 
much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  at  hard  labor,  is  re¬ 
mitted.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  Genera i,  Terry. 


official  : 


Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A .  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  22,  1873. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  93.  ( 

Major  T.  F.  Barr,  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A.,  having  reported  at 
these  headquarters  in  compliance  with  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders 
No.  171,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s  office,  is 
announced  as  Judge  Advocate  of  the  Department.  He— will  be  obey¬ 
ed  and  respected  accordingly. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  'Sd  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  23,  1873. 

General  Orders  ) 

No.  94.  / 

The  following  Roster  is  published  for  the  information  of  this  com¬ 
mand. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


ROSTER  OF  TROOPS 


partmen  t 


of 


jpakota. 


BRIG.  GEN.  ALFRED  H.  TERRY, 


COMMANDING. 


HEADQUARTERS,  ST.  PAUL,  MINN. 


November  i,  1873. 


. 


- 


BRIGADIER  GENERAL  ALFRED  H.  TERRY. 


TROOPS. 

Cavalry. — Companies  “F,”  “  G,”  “H,”  and  “L,”  of  2d,  and  the  7th  Regi¬ 
ment. 

Infantry. — 6th,  7th,  17th,  20th,  and  22d  Regiments. 


PERSONAL  STAFF. 

Captain  E.  W.  Smith,  18th  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp. 
Captain  R.  P.  Hughes,  3d  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp. 

First  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Gibbs,  6th  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp. 


DEPARTMENT  STAFF. 

Major  O.  D.  Greene,  Adjutant  General’s  Department,  Assistant  Adjutant 
General. 

Major  W.  H.  Lewis,  7th  Infantry,  Acting  Assistant  Inspector  General. 
Major  T.  F.  Barr,  Judge  Advocate,  U.  S.  A.,  Judge  Advocate. 

Major  B.  C.  Card,  Quartermaster,  U.  S.  A.,  Chief  Quartermaster  of 
the  Department,  Depot  <jnd  Purchasing  Quartermaster. 

First  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Gibbs,  6th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C.,  Post  Quartermaster. 
Major  Beekman  Du  Barry,  Commissary  of  Subsistence;  U.  S.  A.,  Chief 
Commissary  of  Subsistence  of  the  Department,  Depot,  Purchasing  and  Post 
Commissary  of  Subsistence. 

Surgeon  J.  F.  Head,  U.  S.  A.,  Medical  Director,  and  Attending  Surgeon. 
Major  A.  H.  Seward,  Pay  Department,  Chief  Paymaster. 

Captain  William  Ludlow,  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.  S.  A.,  Chief  Engineer. 


STAFF  OFFICERS  ON  DUTY  IN  THE  DEPARTMENT,  NOT 
ON  THE  DEPARTMENT  STAFF. 


PAY  DEPARTMENT. 

Major  Rodney  Smith — Station,  St.  Paul,  Minn. — pays  troops  in  the  for¬ 
mer  District  of  Minnesota. 

Major  R.  C.  Walker — Station,  Helena,  M.T. — pays  troops  in  the  District 
of  Montana. 

Major  Win.  Smith — Station,  Saint  Paul,  Minn. — pays  troops  on  the 
Missouri  River,  from  Fort  Rice  to  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  inclusive. 

Major  G.  W.  Candee — Station,  Sioux  City,  Iowa — pays  troops  on  the 
Missouri  River,  from  Sioux  City  to  Grand  River  Agency,  D.  T.,  inclusive. 


quartermaster’s  department. 

Captain  G.  B.  Dandy,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.,  T. 

^Captain  E.  D.  Baker,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  unassigned. 

Captain  J.  W.  Scully,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  Fort  Rice,  D.  T. 

Captain  C.  W.  Foster,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  Depot  Quartermaster, 
Acting  Commissary  of  Subsistence,  and  Acting  Ordnance  Officer,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa, 

Captain  Charles  McClure,  Commissary  of  Subsistence,  U.  S.  A.,  Acting 
Assistant  Quartermaster,  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 

Captain  T.  B.  Hunt,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  Fort  Seward,  D.  T. 

Captain  L.  C.  Forsyth,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  District  and  Post  Quar¬ 
termaster,  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T. 

*  Captain  Hamilton  Lieber,  Military  Storekeeper. 


O  S  T  E  R  OF 


ROOFS 


STATION. 

OFFICERS. 

TROOPS. 

Colonel  George  Sykes. 

Second  Lieutenant  J.  B.  Rodman,  Adjutant.  1 
First  Lieutenant  T.  W.  Lord.  R.  Q.  M.,  A.  A.  1 
Q.  M..  and  A.  C.  S.,  and  in  charge  of  I 
Clothing  Depot.  J 

Headquarters, 
20th  Infantry. 

Fort  Snelling, 

Minn. 

Captain  H.  G.  Thomas.  1 

First  Lieutenant  J.  S.  Stafford. 

Second  Lieutenant  W.  H.  Low,  Jr.  ) 

*Captain  J.  N.  Coe.  1 

First  Lieutenant  John  Bannister.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  W.  W.  Wood.  ) 

Company  "  C.” 
20th  Infantry. 

Company  “  H,” 
20th  Infantry. 

*Captain  Hamilton  Lieber,  M.  S.  K.,  U.  S.  A. 
Surgeon  A.  Heger. 

j Captain  J.  C.  Bates.  1 

j*First  Lieutenant  Alexander  Wishart.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  J.  F.  Huston,  Post  Adj.  5 

Company  "B.” 
20th  Infantry. 

Fort  Ripley, 

Minn. 

i  Captain  W.  S.  McCaskey.  1 

First  Lieutenant  J.  A.  Manley.  ! 

Second  Lieutenant  W.  H.  Ilamner,  A.  A.  [ 
Q.  M.,  and  A.  C.  S.  J 

Company  “G,” 
20th  Infantry. 

*First  Lieutenant  J.  A.  Yeckley. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  J.  J.  DeLamater. 

Attached. 

Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden.  1 

*First  Lieutenant  Horatio  Potter,  Jr.,  Ad-  | 
jutant.  } 

First  Lieutenant  T.  G.  Troxel,  R.  Q.  M.,  | 
A.  A.  Q.  M.,  and  A.  C.  S.  J 

Headquarters, 
17th  Infantry.' 

Fort  Abercrombie, 

D.  T. 

Captain  W.  M.  Van  Horne.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  W.  P.  Rogers.  > 

*Second  Lieutenant  D.  H.  Brush.  ) 

Company  “A,” 
17th  Infantry. 

Captain  C.  E.  Bennett.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  H.  S.  Howe.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  Alexander  Ogle.  ) 

!  Company  “  F,” 
17th  Infantry. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  H.  H.  Ruger. 

See  Memoranda. 
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ROSTER  OP  TROOPS. 


STATIONS. 

OFFICERS. 

TROOPS. 

( 

Major  R.  E.  A.  Crofton. 

17th  Infantry. 

Port  Wadsworth, 

“Captain  E.  P.  Pearson.  1 

First  Lieutenant  I..  M.  O'Brien,  Post  Adju-  i, 
tant.  A.  A.  Q.  M..  and  A.  C.  S.  f 

Second  Lieutenant  Charles  Metcalfe.  J 

Company  “B,” 
17th  Infantry. 

D.  T. 

*Captain  Malcolm  McArthur.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  F.  D.  Garretty.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  R.  T.  Lyons.  ) 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  C.  E.  McChesney. 
“Chaplain  Hiram  Stone. 

Company  “  C,” 
17th  Infantry. 

Fort  Seward,  I 

Captain  J.  H.  Patterson  ) 

“First  Lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor.  > 

“Second  Lieutenant  C.  H.  Ribbol.  ) 

Company  "A,” 
20th  Infantry. 

D.  T. 

Captain  T.  B.  Hunt.  A.  Q.  M..  Post  Quar¬ 
termaster  and  A.  C  S. 
j  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  E.  W.  Du  Bose. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  L.  C.  H-unt. 

“Major  M.  A.  Reno. 

20th  Infantry. 
7th  Cavalry. 

Captain  T.  B.  Weir.  1 

First  Lieutenant  J.  M.  Bell. 

“Second  Lieutenant  W.  S.  Edgerly.  S- 

“Second  Lieutenant  R.  H.  L.  Alexander,  i 

attached.  J 

Company  “D,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Port  Totten, 

D  T. 

Captain  M.  AV.  Keogh.  ) 

\  First  Lieutenant  J.  E.  Porter,  Post  Adj’t.  > 
Second  Lieutenant  A.  H.  Nave.  A 

Company  “I,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Captain  AVilliam  Fletcher.  ] 

First  Lieutenant  L.  M.  Morris,  A.  A.  Q.  M.  ! 
and  A.  C.  S. 

Second  Lieutenant  Herbert  Cushman.  J 

Company  “E,” 
20th  Infantry. 

“Captain  A.  A.  Harbach.  A 

First  Lieutenant  C.  0.  Bradley.  > 

“Second  Lieutenant  H.  W.  Howgate.  ) 

Company  “K,” 
20th  Infantry. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  J.  B.  Ferguson. 

Twelve  Indian 
scouts. 

*See  Memoranda. 
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STATIONS. 

OFFICERS. 

TROOPS. 

PoTt  Pembina, 

D.  T. 

■ 

Major  J.  E.  Yard. 

Captain  William  Stanley.  1 

j ‘First  Lieutenant  J.  A.  Yeekley.  / 

Captain  J.  S.  McNaught.  1 

First  Lieutenant  W.  R.  Maize,  Post  Adj’t.  / 

Captain  Loyd  Wheaton.  1 

First  Lieutenant  Paul  Harwood,  A.  A.Q.M. 

and  A.  C.  S.  ! 

Second  Lieutenant  J.  G.  Gatos.  J 

Assistant  Surgeon  Ezra  Woodruff. 

20th  Infantry. 

Company  “  D,” 
20th  Infantry. 

Company  "F,” 
20th  Infantry. 

Company  “I,” 
20th  Infantry. 

Middle  District. 


Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley.  1 

‘Major  J.  N.  G.  Whistler. 

‘First  Lieutenant  H.  H.  Ketchum, Adjutant.  V 
First  Lieutenant  P.  M.  Thorne,  R.  Q.  M.,  I 
A.  A.  Q.  M.,  and  A.  C.  S.  J 

Headquarters, 
22d  Infantry. 

Captain  J.  B.  Irvine.  ) 

1* First  Lieutenant  G.  S.  L.  Ward, 
j ‘Second  Lieutenant  0.  D.  Ladlej.  5 

Company  "A,” 
22d  Infantry. 

Fort  Sully, 

D.  T. 

Captain  C.  J.  Dickey.  1 

‘First  Lieutenant  W.  W.  Daugherty.  V 

j  Second  Lieutenant  J.  McA.  Webster.  J 

Company  “E,” 
22d  Infantry. 

j  Captain  Francis  Clarke.  1 

[First  Lieutenant  William  Conway.  > 

'Second  Lieutenant  E.  W.  Casey.  ) 

Compnny  “  I.” 
22d  Infantry. 

Captain  Mott  Hooton.  I 

!  First  Lieutenant  M.  E.  Hogan.  ^ 

Second  Lieutenant  W.  H.  Kell.  j 

Company  “K,” 
22d  Infantry. 

! Surgeon  J.  P.  Wright. 

[  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  A.  I.  Comfort. 
Chaplain  G.  D.  Crocker. 

Five  Indian 

scouts. 

*See  Memoranda. 
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ROSTER  OF  TROOPS. 


STATIONS. 

OFFTCERS. 

TROOPS. 

Major  J.  G.  Tilford. 

7th  Cavalry. 

Captain  V.  K.  Hart.  3 

First  Lieutenant  James  Calhoun.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  11.  M.  Harrington.  ) 

Company  “C,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Captain  F.  W.  Benteen.  3 

First  Lieutenant  F.  M.  Gibson.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  0.  De  Rudio.  ) 

Company  “  H,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Port  Rice, 

D.  T. 

*Captain  Owen  Hale  1 

First  Lieutenant  E.  S.  Godfrey.  ! 

Second  Lieutenant  John  Aopinwall,  Post) 
Adjutant  and  A.  C.  S.  j 

Company  “  K,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Captain  T.  H.  French.  j 

First  Lieutenant  E.  G.  Mathey.  f 

‘Second  Lieutenant  R.  11.  L.  Alexander.  ) 

Company  “M,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Captain  J.  W.  Scully,  A.  Q.  M.,  Post  Quar- 

Seventeen  In¬ 
dian  scouts. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  W.  Williams. 

Acting  Assistant  Mirgeon  S.  J.  Allen,  Jr. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  G.  A.  Custer. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  W.  P.  Carlin. 

7th  Cavalry. 
17th  Infantry. 

Captain  Myles  Moylan.  3 

‘First  Lieutenant  A.  E.  Smith.  J 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Varnum.  ) 

Company  “  A,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Captain  William  Thompson.  1 

First  Lieutenant  T.  W.  Custer.  j 

Second  Lieutenant  B.  II.  Hodgson,  A.  C.  S. ) 

Company  “  B,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

*Captain  C.  S.  Ilsley.  3 

‘First  Lieutenant  T.  M.  McDougall.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  W.  T.  Craycroft.  ) 

Company  “  E,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Captain  G.  W.  Yates.  1 

‘First  Lieutenant  Henry  Jackson.  > 

‘Second  Lieutenant  C.  W.  Lamed.  j 

Company  “  F,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Port  Abraham 

Lincoln,  D,  T. 

‘Captain  J.  E.  Tourtellotte.  J 

First  Lieutenant  Donald  McIntosh.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  G.  D.  Wallace.  ) 

Company  “G,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

‘Captain  M.  Y.  Sheridan.  1 

‘First.  Lieutenant  J.  F.  Weston.  >- 

‘Second  Lieutenant  Charles  Braden.  J 

Company  “L,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Captain  J.  S.  Poland.  1 

First  Lieutenant  William  Badger.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  Nelson  Bronson.  ) 

Company  "A.” 
6th  Infantry. 

‘Captain  0.  H.  Moore.  3 

First  Lieutenant  John  Carland.  > 

‘Second  Lieutenant  T.  M.  Willey.  3 

Company  “  B,” 
6th  Infantry. 

Captain  F.  E.  Grossmann.  3 

‘First  Lieutenant  Henry  Marcotte.  > 

‘Second  Lieutenant  J.  M.  Burns.  ) 

Company  “  H.” 
17th  Infantry. 

Captain  G.  B.  Dandy.  A.  Q.  M.,  Post  Q.  M. 
Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  F.  A.  Davis. 

.  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  John  La  Baree. 

Fifty  Indian 
scouts. 

‘See  Memoranda. 
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ROSTER  OF  TROOPS. 


STATIONS. 

OFFICERS. 

TROOPS. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  Daniel  Huston,  Jr. 

6th  Infantry. 

Fort  Stevenson, 

D.  T. 

Captain  J.  P.  Scbindel.  1 

♦First  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Atwood.  1  i 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  L.  Gurley.  J 

♦Captain  W.  M.  Wherry.  1  ' 

First  Lieutenant  D.  M.  Lee.  ( 

Second  Lieutenant  R.  E.  Thompson,  Post ! 
Adjutant.  j 

Company  “  H,” 
6th  Infantry. 

Company  "K,” 
6th  Infantry. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  John  Harvey. 
Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  J.  A.  McKinney. 

Ten  Indian 
scouts. 

♦Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis. 

22d  Infantry. 

Captain  John  Hartley.  ) 

♦First  Lieutenant  W.  ,T.  Reedy. 

Second  Lieutenant  J.  M.  Gore.  ) 

Company  “  B,” 
22d  Infantry. 

Captain  C.  A.  Webb.  ) 

♦First  Lieutenant  N.  D.  Badger.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  G.  Von  Blucher  ) 

Company  “  D,” 
22d  Infantry. 

Fort  Randall, 

D.  T. 

Captain  A.  H.  Goodloe.  1 

First  Lieutenant  C.  0.  Cusick.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  J.  E.  Macklin.  ) 

Captain  C.  W.  Miner.  1 

First  Lieutenant  B.  C.  Lockwood,  Post  Adj.  I 
Second  Lieutenant  W.  J.  Campbell,  A.  A.  1 
Q.  M.  and  A.  C.  S.  J 

Company  "  F.” 
22d  Infantry. 

Company  “  G,” 
22d  Infantry. 

♦Captain  De  W.  C.  Poole.  ] 

First  Lieutenant  L.  E.  Campbell.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  0.  M.  Smith.  ) 

♦Surgeon  J.  F.  Weeds. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  P.  Kimball. 

;  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  H.  R.  Porter. 
Chaplain  J.  F.  Fish. 

Company  “  H.” 
22d  Infantry. 

lower  Brule 

Agency,  D.  T. 

Ca  ptain  J oseph  Bush .  1 

♦First  Lieutenant  T.  H.  Fisher.  1 

[Second  Lieutenant  F.  L.  Davies,  Post  Ad-  | 
jutant,  A.  A.  Q.  M.,  and  A.  C.  S. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  J.  C.  Byrnes. 

Company  “  C,” 
22d  Infantry. 

Cheyenne  Agency, 

D.  T, 

'  Captain  Carlile  Boyd.  "1 

First  Lieutenant  C.  S.  Roberts,  A.  A.  Q.  M.  1 
and  A.  C.  S.  I 

Second  Lieutenant  George  Ruhlen,  Post  Adj.  J 

j  Captain  J.  H.  Donovan.  ) 

i First  Lieutenant  C.  H.  Greene.  > 

j  *Second  Lieutenant  Robert  Cairns.  ' 

Company  “I.” 
17th  Infantry. 

Company  “K.” 
17th  Infantry. 

,  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  0.  H.  Luse. 

♦See  Memoranda. 
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STATIONS. 

OFFICERS. 

TROOPS. 

Grand  River 

Agency,  D,  T. 

•Captain  Edward  Collins.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  C.  P.  McTaggart.  Post  Ad-  > 
jutant,  A.  A.  Q.  M.,  and  A.  C.  S.  ) 

Captain  L.  H.  Sanger.  ) 

(•First  Lieutenant  J.  II.  Rice.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  G.  II.  Roach.  ) 

Company  “  E,” 
17th  Infantry. 

Company  “G,” 

•  17th  Infantry. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  A.  II.  Mann. 

Camp  Hancock,  j 

D.  T.  I 

j  Captain  C.  E.  Clarke.  1 

First  Lieutenant  James  Humbert,  A.A.Q.M  > 
Second  Lieutenant  Josiah  Chance.  ) 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  W.  T.  Thackeray. 

Company  "D,” 
17th  Infantry. 

District  of  Montana. 

‘Colonel  John  Gibbon. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gilbert 
•Major  W.  H.  Lewis.  .  t 

First  Lieutenant  II.  M.  Benson.  Adjutant,  j 
First  Lieutenant  J.  W.  Jacobs,  R.  Q.  M., 

A.  A.  Q.  M.,  and  A.  C.  S.  J 

Headquarters, 
7th  Infantry. 

Captain  D.  W.  Benham.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  William  Quinton.  .> 

[Second  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Worden.  J 

Company  “  C,” 
7th  Infantry. 

Captain  Riehard  Comba.  1 

First  Lieutenant  Daniel  Robinson.  > 

ISecond  Lieutenant  J.  T.  Van  Orsdale.  5 

Company  "D,” 
7th  Infantry. 

Fort  Shaw, 

•Captain  Walter  Clifford.  \ 

1  First  Lieutenant  W.  I.  Reed.  j 

Company  “  E,” 
7th  Infantry. 

M.  T. 

! Captain  Constant  Williams.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  L.  F.  Burnett.  > 

•Second  Lieutenant  W.  L.  English.  j 

Company  “  F,” 
7th  Infantry. 

[Captain  G.  L.  Browning.  d 

First  Lieutenant  G.  II.  Wright.  !- 

Second  Lieutenant  II.  A.  Irgens.  J 

Company  “  G,” 
7th  Infantry. 

•Captain  C.  C.  Rawn.  '  ) 

•First  Lieutenant  William  Logan.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  A.  V.  Amet.  ) 

Company  “I,” 
7th  Infantry. 

Captain  J.  M.  J.  Sanno.  1 

First  Lieutenant  A.  II.  Jackson. 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Woodruff.  J 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  N.  II.  Marselis. 
Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  P.  R.  Brown. 

Company  “K,” 
7th  Infantry. 

*  Seo  Memoranda. 
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STATIONS. 

OFFICERS. 

TROOPS. 

Fort  Benton.  [ 

! 

M.  T.  1 

Captain  T.  S.  Kirtland.  1 

First  Lieutenant  J.  11.  Bradley,  A.  A.  Q.  M.  (, 
and  A.  C.  S.  f 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Booth,  Post  Adjt.J 

Company  “  B,” 
7th  Infantry. 

1 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  D.  Hall. 

Camp  Baker,  near  j" 

Captain  H.  B.  Freeman.  1 

First  Lieutenant  W.  11.  Nelson,  A.  A.Q.  M.  | 
and  A.  C.  S.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  F.  M.  11.  Kendrick,  I 

Post  Adjutant.  J 

Company  “  11,” 

Diamond  City,  { 

M.  T.  1 

l 

7th  Infantry. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  G.  S.  Oldmixon. 

Major  N.  B.  Sweitzer. 

2d  Cavalry. 

Captain  G.  L.  Tyler.  1 

*First  Lieutenant  F.  C.  Gr.ugan.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  F.  Roe.  ) 

Company  “F,” 
2d  Cavalry. 

| Captain  S.  H.  Norton.  1 

[First  Lieutenant G.  C.  Doane.  > 

|Second  Lieutenant  E.  J.  McClernand.  ) 

Company  “G,” 
2d  Cavalry. 

Fort  Ellis, 

*Captain  Edward  Ball.  1 

|  First  Lieutenant  J.  G.  McAdams,  A.  C.  S.  > 
Second  Lieutenant  L.  H.  Jerome.  ) 

Company  “  11,  ’ 
2d  Cavalry. 

M.  T. 

Captain  Lewis  Thompson.  1 

First  Lieutenant  S.  T.  Hamilton. 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  B.  Schofield,  Post  Ad-  I 
jutant.  j 

Company  "L,” 
2d  Cavalry. 

Captain  D.  P.  Hancock.  ) 

Fir-st  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Coolidge.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  W.  St.  C.  Long.  ) 

Company  “A,” 
7th  Infantry. 

Captain  L.  C.  Forsyth,  A.  Q.  M.,  District  and 
Post  Quartermaster. 

^Assistant  Surgeon  J.  H.  Kinsman. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  R.  M.  Whitefoot. 
Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  W.  C.  W.  Glazier. 

See  Memoranda. 
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Independent  Post. 


STATIONS. 

OFFICERS. 

TROOPS. 

Colonel  AV.  B.  Hazen.  1 

‘Major  J.  P.  Roy. 

First  Lieutenant  J.  F.  Munson,  Adjutant,  f 
‘First  Lieutenant  C.  G.  Penney.  R.  Q.  M.  j 

Headquarters, 
Gth  Infantry. 

Captain  J.  W.  Powell.  Jr.  1 

‘First  Lieutenant  E.  13.  Gibbs.  > 

‘Second  Lieutenant  A.  M.  Wetherill.  J 

Company  “  C,” 
6th  Infantry. 

Captain  Montgomery  Bryant.  1 

F'irst  Lieutenant  F.  \V.  Thibaut.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  T.  G.  Townsend.  ) 

Company  “D,” 
6th  Infantry. 

Fort  Buford, 

D.  T, 

Captain  Thomas  Britten.  7 

First  Lieutenant  W.  11.  11.  Crowell,  A.  A.  1 
Q.  M.  f 

‘Second  Lieutenant  R.  T.  Jacob,  Jr.  J 

Company  “E,” 
Gth  Infantry. 

‘Captain  AV.  AV.  Sanders.  j 

First  Lieutenant  R.  II.  Day.  } 

‘Second  Lieutenant  D.  L.  Craft.  J 

Company  “F,” 
Gth  Infantry. 

Captain  H.  S.  Hawkins.  A 

‘First  Lieutenant  Stephen  Baker. 

Second  Lieutenant  S.  AV.  Groesbeck.  J 

Company  "  G,” 
6th  Infantry. 

‘Captain  E.  R.  Ames.  ) 

‘First  Lieutenant  D.  II.  Murdock.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  G.  B.  AValker.  j 

Company  “I,” 
Gth  Infantry. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  Ar.  D.  Middleton. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  AVilliam  Barbour. 

Twenty-nine 
Indian  scouts. 

Headquarters,  7TH  Cavalry. 


St.  Paul,  Minn. 


f  Colonel  S.  D.  Sturgis. 

I  ‘Major  Lewis  Merrill. 

I  *  First  Lieutenant  W.  W.  Cook,  Adjutant. 
I  First  Lieutenant  II.  J.  Nowlan,  R.  Q.  M. 


Headquarters, 
7th  Cavalry. 


See  Memoranda. 


MEMORANDA. 


OFFICERS  ABSENT  FROM  THEIR  PROPER  STATIONS. 


Colonel  John  Gibbon,  7th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  six  months,  per  Spe¬ 
cial  Orders  No.  179,  current  series.  War  Department.  Adjutant  General’s  office. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis,  22d  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  since  June  4,  1873, 
■  for  six  months,  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of  disability. 

Surgeon  J.  F.  Weeds,  U.  S.  A.,  absent,  sick,  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of  disability. 

Major  Lewis  Merrill,  7th  Cavalry,  on  leave  of  absence  sinco  June  4, 1873,  for  one 
year,  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of  disability. 

Major  M.  A.  Reno,  7th  Cavalry,  on  leave  of  absence,  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of 
disability. 

Major  J.  P.  Roy,  Gth  Infantry,  on  Recruiting  Service  in  command  of  depot  at 
Governor’s  Island,  New  York  Harbor. 

Major  W.  II.  Lewis,  7th  Infantry,  Acting  Assistant  Inspector  General.of  the  De¬ 
partment. 

Major  J.  X.  G.  Whistler,  22d  Infantry,  on  Recruiting  Service  at  Newport  Bar¬ 
racks,  Kentucky. 

Ciptain  E.  D.  Baker,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days, 
per  Special  Orders  No.  229,  current  scries,  from  these  headquarters.  Extended 
sixty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  225,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant 
General’s  office. 

Captain  Hamilton  Libber.  Military  Storekeeper,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty 
days,  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of  disability,  per  Special  Orders  No.  239,  current 
series,  from  these  headquarters.  Extended  eleven  months,  with  permission  to  go 
beyond  the  sea,  per  Special  Orders  No.  226.  current  series.  War  Department, 
Adjutant  General’s  office. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  H.  Kinsman,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  sixty  days,  per 
Special  Orders  No.  67,  current  series,  Headquarters  Military  Division  of  the 
Missouri. 

Chaplain  Hiram  Stone,  absent,  sick,  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of  disability. 

Captain  Edward  Ball,  2d  Cavalry,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  six  months,  per 
Special  Orders  No  211,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s  office. 

Captain  J.  E.  Tourtkllotte,  7th  Cavalry.  Aide-de-Camp  to  General  W.  T.  Sher¬ 
man,  Commanding  Army  of  the  United  States. 

Captain  M.  V.  Sheridan,  7th  Cavalry,  Aide-de-Camp  to  Lieutenant  General  P.  H. 
Sheridan,  Commanding  Military  Division  of  the  Missouri. 

Captain  Owen  Hale,  7th  Cavalry,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  six  months,  per 
Special  Orders  No.  207,  current  series.  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s 

Captain  C.  S.  Ilsley,  7th  Cavalry,  Aide-de-Camp  to  Brigadier  General  John  Pope, 
Commanding  Department  of  the  Missouri. 

Captain  0.  II.  Moore,  6th  Infantry,  on  General  Recruiting  Service,  at  Louisville, 
Kentucky. 
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Captain  W.  W.  Sanders,  6th  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp  to  Brevet  Major  General 
W.  H.  Emory,  Commanding  Department  of  the  Gulf. 

Captain  E.  It.  Ames,  6th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days,  per  Spe¬ 
cial  Orders  No.  57,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters.  Extended  thirty  days, 
per  Special  Orders  No.  68,  current  series.  Headquarters  Military  Division  of  the 
Missouri.  Further  extended  sixty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  38,  current  series, 
Headquarters  of  the  Army. 


Captain  W.  M.  Wherry,  6th  Infantry.  Aidc-de-Cnmp  to  Major  General  J.  M. 
Schofield,  Commanding  Military  Division  of  the  Pacific,  and  the  Department  of 
California. 

Captain  C.  C.  Rawn,  7th  Infantry,  absent,  sick,  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of  disa¬ 
bility. 

Captain  Walter  Clifford,  7th  Infantry,  absent,  sick,  since  January  11,  1872. 

Captain  E.  P.  Pearson,  17th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence,  since  October  3,  1873, 
for  six  months,  per  Special  Orders  No.  142,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adju¬ 
tant  General's  office. 

Captain  Edward  Collins,  17th  Infantry,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days, 
with  permission  to  apply  for  an  extension  of  six  months,  per  Special  Orders  No. 
162,  current  series,  from  these  headquarter. 

Captain  Malcolm  McArthur,  17th  Infantry,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  thirty 
days,  with  permission  to  apply  for  an  extension  of  four  months,  per  Special 
Orders  No.  236,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters. 

Captain  A.  A.  IIarbach,  20th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days,  with 
permission  to  apply  for  an  extension  of  four  months,  per  Special  Orders  No.  244, 
current  series,  from  these  headquarters. 


Captain  John  N.  Coe,  20th  Infantry,  on  General  Recruiting  Service  at  Cleveland, 

Captain  De  W.  C.  Poole,  22d  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  since  October  9,  1873, 
for  thirty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  172,  current  series,  from  these  head¬ 
quarters.  Extended  five  months,  per  Special  Orders  No.  207,  current  series,  War 
Department,  Adjutant  General’s  office. 


First  Lieutenant  F.  C.  Grugan,  2d  Cavalry,  on  detached  service  under  orders  of  the 
Chief  Signal  Officer  of  the  Army,  per  Special  Orders  No.  127,  current  series,  War 
Department,  Adjutant  General's  office. 


First  Lieutenant  T.  M.  McDougall.  7th  Cavalry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty 
days,  with  permission  to  apply  for  an  extension  of  five  months,  per  Special 
Orders  No.  148,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters. 


First  Lieutenant  W.  W.  Cook,  Adjutant  7th  Cavalry,  on  leave  of  absence  since  July 
28. 1873.  for  six  months,  with  permission  to  go  beyond  the  sea,  per  Special  Orders 
No.  153,  current  series.  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s  office. 


First  Lieutenant  Henry  Jackson,  7th  Cavalry,  on  detached  service  in  the  office 
of  the  Chief  Signal  Officer  of  the  Army,  per  Special  Orders  No.  306,  of  1871,  War 
Department,  Adjutant  General’s  office. 


First  Lieutenant  J.  F.  Weston,  7th  Cavalry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days, 
with  permission  to  apply  for  an  extension  of  twenty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No. 
247,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters. 


First  Lieutenant  A.  E.  Smith,  7th  Cavalry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days,  per 
Special  Orders  No.  140.  current  series,  from  these  headquarters.  Extended  five 
months,  per  Special  Orders  No.  165,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant 
General’s  office. 


First  Lieutenant  Stephen  Baker,  6th  Infantry,  on  General  Recruiting  Service, 
at  Buffalo,  New  York. 

First  Lieutenant  D.  H.  Murdock,  6th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  since  May  24, 
1873,  for  one  year,  per  Special  Orders  No.  44,  current  series,  War  Department, 
Adjutant  General’s  office. 
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First  Lieutenant  C.  G.  Penney,  R.  Q.  M.,  Oth  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for 
thirty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  139.  current  series,  from  these  headquarters. 
Exteiidel  thirty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  65,  current  series.  Headquarters 
Military  Division  of  the  Missouri.  Further  extended  four  months,  per  Special 
Orders  No.  162,  current  series.  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s  office. 

First  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Gibbs.  Oth  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp  to  Brigadier  General 
A.  H.  Terry,  Commanding  the  Department. 

First  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Atwood,  Oth  Infantry,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days, 
with  permission  to  apply  for  an  extension  of  four  months,  per  Special  Orders  No. 
193,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s  office. 

First  Lieutenant  William  Logan,  7th  Infantry,  on  General  Recruiting  Service 
at  Dubuque,  Iowa. 

First  Lieutenant  Henry  Marcotte,  17th  Infantry,  on  General  Recruiting  Service 
at  Newport  Barracks,  Kentucky. 

First  Lieutenant  Horatio  Potter,  Jr.,  Adjutant,  17th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence 
for  thirty  days,  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of  disability,  per  Special  Orders  No.  214, 
current  series,  from  these  headquarters.  Extended  five  months,  with  permission 
to  go  beyond  the  sea,  per  Special  Orders  No.  201,  current  series,  War  Department, 
Adjutant  General’s  office. 

First  Lieutenant  J.  H.  Rice,  17tli  Infantry,  absent,  sick,  since  October  15,  1870. 
Address,  Allston.  Mass. 

First  Lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor,  20th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  since  October 
10,  1873,  for  thirty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  215,  current  series,  from  these 
headquarters.  Extended  sixty  days,  per  special  orders  No.  56,  current  series, 
Headquarters  of  the  Army. 

First  Lieutenant  Alexander  Wishart,  20th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  on  Sur¬ 
geon’s  certificate  of  disability. 

First  Lieutenant  J.  A.  Yeckley.  20th  Infantry,  on  detached  service  at  Fort 
Ripley,  Minn.,  per  Special  Orders  No.  238,  current  series,  from  these  head¬ 
quarters. 

First  Lieutenant  W.  J.  Reedy,  22d  Infantry,  on  General  Recruiting  Service  at 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

First  Lieutenant  T.  H.  Fisher,  22d  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  since  October  2, 
1873,  for  thirty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  195,  current  series,  from  these  head¬ 
quarters.  Extended  thirty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  95,  current  series,  Head¬ 
quarters  Military  Division  of  the  Missouri.  Further  extended  four  months,  per 
Special  Orders  No.  223,  current  series.  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s 
office. 

First  Lieutenant  N.  D.  Badger,  22d  Infantry,  absent,  sick,  on  Surgeon’s  certificate 
of  disability. 

First  Lieutenant  H.  H.  Kktchum,  Adjutant,  22d  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for 
thirty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  217,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters. 
Extended  four  months,  per  Special  Orders  No.  225,  current  series,  War  Depart¬ 
ment,  Adjutant  Generfii’s  Office. 

First  Lieutenant  W.  W.  Daugherty,  22d  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty 
days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  101,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters. 
Extended  five  months,  per  Special  Orders  No.  202,  current  series.  War  Depart¬ 
ment,  Adjutant  General’s  office. 

First  Lieutenant  G.  S.  L.  Ward,  22d  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp  to  Major  General 
W.  S.  Hancock,  Commanding  Military  Division  of  the  Atlantic. 

First  Lieutenant  Charles  Braden,  7th  Cavalry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  six  months, 
on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of  disability,  per  Special  Orders  No.  221,  current  series, 
War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s  office. 

Second  Lieutenant  W.  S.  Edgerly,  7th  Cavalry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty 
days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  199,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters. 
Extended  ninety  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  58,  current  series,  Headquarters  of 
the  Army. 
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Second  Lieutenant  C.  W.  Larned,  7th  Cavalry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days, 
per  Special  Orders  No.  219,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters.  Extended 
five  months,  per  Special  Orders  No.  208,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adju 
tant  General’s  office. 

Second  Lieutenant  R.  II.  L.  Alexander,  7th  Cavalry,  on  leave  of  absence,  on  Sur¬ 
geon’s  certificate  of  disability. 

Second  Lieutenant  A.  M.  Wethkrill,  6th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  since 
August  17. 1872,  for  thirty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  138,  of  1872,  from  these 
headquarters.  Extended  ninety  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  195.  four  months, 
with  permission  to  go  beyond  the  sea.  per  Special  Orders  No.  262,  of  1872,  and 
eight  months  per  Special  Orders  No.  16,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant 
General’s  office. 

Second  Lieutenant  I).  L.  Craft,  6th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days, 
per  Special  Orders  No.  170.  current  series,  from  these  headquarters.  Extended 
five  months,  per  Special  Orders  No.  225,  current  series.  War  Department,  Adju¬ 
tant  General’s  office. 

Second  Lieutenant  It.  T.  Jacob.  Jr..  6th  Infantry,  granted  leave  of  absence  for 
thirty  days,  with  permission  to  apply  for  an  extension  of  thirty  days,  per  Special 
Orders  No.  139,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters. 

Second  Lieutenant  T.  M.  Willey,  6th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days, 
per  Special  Orders  Nos.  169  and  208.  current  scries,  from  these  headquarters. 
Extended  six  months,  per  Special  Orders  No.  202,  current  series,  War  Depart¬ 
ment,  Adjutant  General’s  office. 

Second  Lieutenant  W.  L.  English,  7th  Infantry,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  six 
months,  per  Special  Orders  No,  197,  current  series.  War  Department,  Adjutant 
General’s  office. 

Second  Lieutenant  J.  M.  Burns,  17th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days, 
with  permission  to  apply  for  an  extension  of  five  months,  per  Special  Orders  No. 
217,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters.  Extended  four  months,  per  Special 
Orders  No.  227,  current  series.  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s  office. 

Second  Lieutenant  Robert  Cairns,  17th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  six 
months,  tier  Special  Orders  No.  184,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant 
General’s  office. 

Second  Lieutenant  D.  II.  Brush, 17th  Infantry,  onleave  of  absence  for  four  months, 
per  Special  Orders  No.  30,  current  series,  Headquarters  of  the  Army. 

Second  Lieutenant  II.  W.  IIowgate,  20th  Infantry,  on  detached  service  in  the 
office  of  the  Chief  Signal  Officer  of  the  Army.  Never  joined. 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  II.  Ribbkl,  20th  Infantry,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  thirty 
days,  with  permission  to  apply  for  an  extension  of  three  months,  per  Special 
Orders  No.  247,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters. 

Second  Lieutenant  0.  D.  Ladi.ey.  22d  Infantry,  on  detached  service  as  Acting 
Assistant  Quartermaster  and  Acting  Commissary  of  Subsistence  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  surveying  the  boundary  line  along  the  49th  parallel,  per  Special  Orders 
No.  152,  of  1872,  from  these  headquarters.  Address,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 


STATIONS  OF  TROOPS  BY  COMPANIES. 


Department  of  Dakota. 


REGIMENT.  COMPANY  _  STATION. 


2d  Cavalry, 


FORT  ELLIS,  -  M.  T. 


Fort  Ellis,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Ellis,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Ellis,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Ellis,  Montana  Territory. 


7th  Cavalry. 


SAINT  PAUL,  -  MINN. 


Fort 

Fort 

Fort 

Fort 

Fort 

Fort 

Fort 


Abraham  Lincoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
Abraham  Lincoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
Rice,  Dakota  Territory. 

Totten,  Dakota  Territory. 
Abraham  Lincoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
Abraham  Lincoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
Abraham  Lincoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
Rice,  Dakota  Territory. 

Totten,  Dakota  Territory. 

Rice,  Dakota  Territory. 
Abraham  Lincoln.  Dakota  Ter. 
Rice,  Dakota  Territory. 


6th  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS, 

FORT  BUFORD,  - 


7th  Infantry, 

HEADQUARTERS, 

FORT  SHAW,  -  - 


Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Ter. 

Fort  Bul'ord,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Stevenson,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Stevenson,  Dakota  Territory. 


Fort  Ellis,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Benton.  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory. 
Camp  Baker.  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory. 
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STATIONS  OP  TROOPS 


17th  Infantry.  £• 

E.' 

UK  AI)QU  AHTKKS,  J? 

FORT  ABERCROMBIE,  D.T. 


Fort  Abercrombie.  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Wadsworth,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Wadsworth.  Dakota  Territory. 
Camp  Hancock,  Dakota  Territory. 
Grand  River  Agency.  Dakota  Ter. 
Fort  Abercrombie,  Dakota  Territory. 
Grand  River  Agency.  Dakota  Ter. 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln.  Dakota  Ter. 
Cheyenne  Ageney,  Dakota  Territory. 
Cheyenne  Agency,  Dakota  Territory. 


20th  Infantry, 

HKADQltARTKRS, 

FORT  SNELLING,  MINN. 


Fort  Seward,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Ripley,  Minnesota. 

Fort  Snelling,  Minnesota. 

Fort  Pembina,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Totten,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Pembina,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Ripley,  Minnesota. 

Fort  Snelling.  Minnesota. 

Fort  Pembina.  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Totten,  Dakota  Territory. 


22d  Infantry, 

HKADQDARTKRS, 

FORT  SULLY,  -  - 


Fort  Sully,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Randall,  Dakota  Territory. 
Lower  Brule  Agency,  Dakota  Ter. 
Fort  Randall,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Sully.  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Randall,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Randall,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Randall.  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Sully,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Sully,  Dakota  Territory. 


G.  C.  jM. 


1st  Sergeant  Lawrence  Fahey,  Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Sitint  Paul,  Minn.,  December  4,  1873. 

General  Orders l 

No.  95.  i 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  bv  virtue  of  paragraph  I Y,  Special  Orders  No.  244,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes, 
20th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st  Sergeant  Laurence  Fahey,  Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Lawrence  Fahey,  Company 
!H,’  20th  Infantry,  did  steal  and  sell  to  Corporal  Thomas  Ban- 
non,  Company  ‘H,’  20th  Infantry,  one  blouse,  the  money  value 
of  which  was  $1.77,  and  to  Corporal  Michael  Jones,  Company 
‘H,’  20th  Infantry,  two  pairs  of  drawers,  the  money  value  of 
which  was  $1.34,  said  articles  of  clothing  being  the  property  of 
the  United  States,  which  Sergeant  Fahey  took  from  the  clothing 
chest  in  the  orderly  room,  and  did  appropriate  to  his  own  use  the 
money  value  of  the  same.  This  at  Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  1st  of  August,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 


Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Lawrence  Fahey,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  H,’  20th  Infantry,  did  enter  the  squad  rooms  of  the  Com¬ 
pany,  and  in  the  presence  of  Corporal  Jones,  Privates  Lane, 
Gardner,  Wall,  Shields,  and  other  enlisted  men  of  Company  ‘H,’ 
did  call  out,  1  any  man  who  has  blankets  to  sell  can  take  them 
to  the  old  Fort,  the  men  up  there  want  to  buy  some,’  or  words  to 
that  effect,  meaning  thereby  to  incite  the  men  of  the  company  to 
unlawfully  dispose  of  blankets  issued  to  them  by  the  United 
States.  This  at  Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  June, 
1873.” 

Specificatiom  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Lawrence  Fahey,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘H,’  20th  Infantry,  did,  while  talking  in  the  presence  of 
Privates  Ech,  Wall,  Hart,  and  other  enlisted  men  of  Company 
‘H,’  in  rear  of  company  quarters,  say  that  he,  Sergeant  Fahey, 
would  from  that  time  make  all  the  money  he  could  out  of  the 
orderly  room,  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Totten, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  loth  August,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Lawrence  Fahey,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘II,’  20th  Infantry,  did  say  in  the  presence  of  Privates 
Collins,  Benedict,  Wall,  Hart  and  Larnard,  Company  ‘H,’  20th 
Infantry,  that  he,  Sergeant  Fahey,  could  beat  any  man  out  of 
money  on  the  clothing  rolls,  and  intended  to  do  so,  as  he  was  on 
the  make,  and  intended  making  enough  during  his  last  six 
months  of  service,  to  pay  his  transportation  home,  or  words  to 
that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  15th 
August,  1873.” 

Specification  IV. — “In  this:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Lawrence  Fahey,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘II,’  20th  Infantry,  did  incite  enlisted  men  of  the  United 
States  Army  to  desert  the  service,  by  saying  in  the  presence  of 
Privates  Doherty,  Gardner,  Collins  and  Lyons,  Company  ‘H,’ 
20tli  Infantry,  that  he,  Sergeant  Fahey,  wished  more  men  would 
desert,  as  he  was  short  of  clothing,  or  words  to  that  effect.  This 
at  Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  August,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  sis  follows: 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘steal/  and  ‘said 
articles  of  clothing  being  the  property  of  the  United'  States/  to  the  ex¬ 
cepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification ,  “Guilty,  excepted  the  words,  ‘meaning  there¬ 
by  to  incite  the  men  of  the  company  to  unlawfully  dispose  of  blankets 
issued  to  them  by  the  United  States/  to  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification ,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘steal  and/  and  of 
the  words  ‘said  articles  of  clothing  being  the  property  of  the  United 
States/  of  the  excepted  words.  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘meaning  there¬ 
by  to  incite  the  men  of  the  company  to  unlawfully  dispose  of  blankets 
issued  to  them  by  the  United  States/  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  Find  the  facts  as  set  forth  in  the  specification, 
but  from  the  character  of  the  testimony  and  apparent  collusion  of  cer¬ 
tain  witnesses  for  the  prosecution,  attach  no  criminality  thereto. 

Of  the  4th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.”' 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  1st  Sergeant  Lawrence 
Fahey,  Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry. 
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1 1 ..  .The  proceedings,  findings,  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
1st  Sergeant  'Lawrence  Fahey,  Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry,  are  ap¬ 
proved.  Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confine¬ 
ment  and  restoration  to  duty. 

111.. . The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  244,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes, 
20th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  :W  Infantry,  A.  I).  C. 


1 1 K  A I  >QU  ARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OK  DAKOTA. 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  Dec.  10.  1873. 

GENERAL.  ORDERS,  > 

No  90.  > 

The  following  described  addition  to  the  Military  Reservation  of  Fori 
Ellis,  Montana  Territory,  having  been  declared  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  under  date  of  November  25, 1873,  is  announced  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  all  concerned,  viz: 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  present  South  boundary,  at  the  South  East 
corner  of  Section  15,  Township  3  South,  Range  6  East,  running  thence 
South  two  (  2)  miles ;  thence  East  one  (1)  mile ;  thence  South  one-half  ( « 
mile  ;  thence  East  tour  and  one  half  (4£)  miles;  thence  North  three  (3) 
miles;  thence  West  one  half  (j)  mile;  thence  North  three  (3)  miles: 
thence  West  two  (2)  miles;  thence  North  one  half  (J)  mile;  thence  West 
two  (2)  miles  to  the  South  East  corner  of  Section  26,  Township  2  Scuth 
Range  6  East,  being  a  point  on  the  old  boundary. 


By  Command  ok  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3i i  Infantry.  A.  It.  1 . 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  David  Farrell,  Company  “I,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Paul  Beaumelburg,  Company  “I,”  20th  Infantry. 

3.  Musician  James  Ryan,  Company  “  F,”  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  December  12,  1873. 

General  Orders! 

No.  97.  J 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Pembina, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  240,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  E.  Yard,  20th 
Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  David  Farrell,  Company  “I,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  David  Farrell,  Company 
‘I,’  20th  Infantry,  did  take,  carry  away  and  feloniously  steal 
and  appropriate  to  his  own  use  and  benefit,  one  (1)  uniform 
great-coat,  of  the  value  of  six  dollars  and  forty-four  cents 
($6.44,)  and  one  (1)  blanket,  of  the  value  of  three  dollars  and 
eleven  cents  ($3.11,)  lawful  currency  of  the  United  States,  the 
property  of  Private  Jacob  Pentz,  Company  ‘K,’  20th  Infantry. 
All  this  at  Moorhead,  Minn.,  on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  June, 
1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  David  Farrell,  Company 
‘I,’  20th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  and  carry  away 
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and  appropriate  to  his  own  use  and  benefit,  one  (1)  uniform 
great-coat,  of  the  value  of  six  dollars  and  forty-four  cents  ($6.44,) 
one  (1)  shirt,  of  the  value  of  one  dollar  ($1.00,)  one  (1)  pair 
stockings,  of  the  value  of  thirty-eight  (38)  cents,  one  (1)  pair 
of  drawers,  of  the  value  of  sixty-seven  (67)  cents,  lawful  cur¬ 
rency  of  the  United  States,  the  property  of  Private  Daniel 
Hurst,  Company  ‘  I,’  20th  Infantry.  All  this  at  or  near  Moor¬ 
head,  Minn.,  on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  and  figures,  ‘one 
(1)  pair  of  stockings,  of  the  value  of  thirty-eight  (38)  cents,’  and  of 
the  excepted  words  and  figures,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  David  Farrell, 
Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  with  forfeiture  of  all  pay  anil  allowances  now  due,  or 
which  may  become  due,  and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  such  peni¬ 
tentiary  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  one  (1)  ' 
year.” 

2d.  Private  Paul  Beaumelburg,  Company  “I,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Paul  Beaumelburg,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  I,’  20th  Infantry,  did  take  and  did  appropriate  to  his 


own  use  and  benefit,  a  pipe,  of  the  value  of  two  dollars  and 
fifty  cents  ($2.50),  lawful  currency  of  the  United  States,  said 
pipe  being  the  property  of  Ja-co-co-nus,  alias  Strong  Pen,  a 
Chippewa  Indian ;  this  without  the  consent  of  and  against  the 
will  of  the  said  Ja-co-co-nus,  alias  Strong  Pen.  All  this  at  Fort 
Pembina,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  23d  day  of  September,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Pawl  Beaumelburg,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  I,’  20th  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement  under 
charge  of  the  police  guard,  when  ordered  by  Sergeant  Lot 
Hadley,  Company  ‘  I,’  20th  Infantry,  Sergeant  of  the  guard,  ;  to 
go  to  work  ’  with  prisoners  in  confinement  under  charge  of  the 
police  guard,  did  disobey  said  order  and  did  not  work.  All  this 
at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  23d  day  of  September 
1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Disobeying  the  lawful  command  of  his  superior  officer 
in  violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Paul  Beaumelburg,  Company 
1 1,’  20th  Infantry,  being  a  prisoner  in  confinement  under  charge 
of  the  police  guard,  and  having  been  ordered  by  his  superior 
officer,  Captain  Loyd  Wheaton,  20th  Infantry,  Officer  of  the  Day, 
to  go  to  work,  did  disobey  said  order  and  did  not  go  to  work. 
All  this  at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  23d  day  of 
September,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows  : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  and  figures,  ‘of 
the  value  of  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  ($2.50,)  lawful  currency  of  the 
United  States,’  and  ‘  Ja-co-co-nus,  alias  Strong  Pen,’  and  ‘  Ja-co-co-nus, 
alias  Strong  Pen,’  where  they  last  appear  in  the  Specification,  substituting 
therefor  the  words,  ‘Chippewa  Indian,’  and  of  the  excepted  words  and 
figures,  Not  Guilty.” 


Of  the  2d  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Paul  Beaumelburg, 
Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge 
of  the  guard,  at  the  station  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period 
of  one  ( 1 )  calendar  month,  and  that  he  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol- 

lars  ($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  each  month,  for  the  period  of  three  (3) 
months .” 

3d.  Musician  James  Ryan,  Company  “F,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Musician  James  Ryan,  Company  ‘F,’ 
20th  Infantry,  upon  being  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant  Sala  Kahn, 
‘F’  Company,  20th  Infantry,  to  assist  in  moving  a  tent,  did  use 
the  following  disrespectful  language  to  1st  Sergeant  Sala  Kahn, 
Company  ‘F,’  20th  Infantry,  ‘God  damn  the  tents,  to  hell  with 
them ;  I  can’t  pull  up  the  tent  pins  with  my  teeth,’  or  words  to 
that  effect,  Sergeant  Kahn  being  at  the  time  in  the  execution  of 
his  duty  as  1st  Sergeant  Company  ‘F,’  20th  Infantry.  This  at 
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the  camp  of  the  battalion  of  the  20th  Infantry,  at  Holy  Cross, 
Minn.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  October,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  the  said  Musician  James  Ryan ,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘F,’  20th  Infantry,  did,  without  just  cause  or  provocation, 
strike  1st  Sergeant  Sala  Kahn,  Company  ‘F,’  20th  Infantry,  in  the 
face  with  his  clenched  fist,  Sergeant  Kahn  being  at  the  time  in  the 
execution  of  his  duty  as  1st  Sergeant  of  Company  ‘F,’  20th  Infan¬ 
try.  This  at  the  camp  of  the  battalion  of  the  20th  Infantry,  at 
Holy  Cross,  Minn.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  October,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Musician  James  Ryan, 
Company  “F,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  six  (6)  months,  and 
to  be  confined,  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his 
company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  calendar  months.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  David  Fairell,  Company  “  I,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The 
sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take 
effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  prison  at 
Stillwater,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 
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The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Paul  Beaumelburg, 
Company  “I,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The  findings  and  sentence 
are  disapproved.  No  proof  whatever  appears  in  the  record  to  establish 
the  alleged  wrongful  conversion  of  the  pipe  in  question,  or  that  its  trans¬ 
fer  had  not  originally  been  agreed  to  by  the  owner.  Under  the  second 
charge,  the  testimony  adduced  leaves  it  a  matter  of  extreme  doubt 
whether  the  prisoner,  at  the  time  of  his  failure  to  obey  the  order  set 
forth,  had  sufficient  mental  capacity  to  comprehend  what  was  said  to 
him,  or  physical  ability  to  comply  with  its  requirements.  Recourse 
should  have  been  had  to  a  medical  examination,  to  determine  his  con¬ 
dition,  which  was  possibly  epileptic. 

Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  Private  Beaumelburg1  a  release 
from  confinement  and  restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Musi¬ 
cian  James  Byan,  Company  “F,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved.  In  con¬ 
sideration  of  a  recommendation  to  clemency  signed  by  all  the  members 
of  the  Court,  the  sentence  is  mitigated  to  a  forfeiture  of  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  for  one  month,  and  confinement  for  the  same 
period.  As  thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

I II... The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Pembina, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  240,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  E.  Yard, 
20th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


Private  Jacob  Wieber,  Company  “A,”  ITtli  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  December  15,  1873. 

Generae  Orders  I 
No.  98.  i 

I  ...He fore  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abercrom¬ 
bie,  I).  T.,  bv  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  256,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Critten¬ 
den,  17(b  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: — 

Private  Jacob  Wither,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge.  ■ — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  Private  Jacob  Wieber,  Company  ‘A,’ 

17th  Infantry,  being  on  duty  in  the  post  bakery  as  assistant  baker, 

and  having  been  ordered  by  Sergeant  Major  G.  E.  Teubner,  17th 
Infantry,  acting  under  the  orders  of  the  Post  Treasurer,  1st  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Horatio  Potter,  .Jr.,  Adjutant,  17th  Infantry,  to  properly 
perform  his  duty  as  such,  by  doing  the  work  assigned  to  him  by 
the  chief  baker,  Private  Charles  Weselie,  Company  ‘C,’  17th 
Infantry,  did,  when  directed  by  the  chief  baker  to  do  certain  work 
connected  with  the  bakery,  positively  refuse  and  did  fail  to  do 
such  work.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of 
June,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  Private  Jacob  Wieber,  Company  ‘A,’ 

17th  Infantry,  on  duty  as  assistant  baker  in  the  post  bakery,  and 


under  the  orders  of  the  chief  baker,  Private  Charles  Wesche, 
Company  ‘C,’  17th  Infantry,  did  without  cause  assault  said  Pri¬ 
vate  Charles  Wesche,  Company  ‘C,’  17th  Infantry,  by  striking 
him  over  the  head  with  a  stick  of  wood.  This  at  Fort  Rice, 
I).  T.,  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  June,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification ,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘without 
cause.’” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘without 

cause,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Jacob  Wieber, 
Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Slates  five  dol¬ 
lars  ($5.00)  of  his  monthl y  pay,  for  the  period  of  two  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period." 


II... In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Jacob  Wieber,  Company  “A,” 
17th  Infantry,  the  findings  rest  on  the  prisoner’s  plea  of  guilty.  In  his 
statement  to  the  Court,  however,  which  must  be  accepted  as  of  equal 
weight  therewith,  he  denies  all  criminality,  and,  in  effect,  neutralizes  his 
previous  acknowledgment.  The  Court  should  then  have  instructed  him 
to  plead  not  guilty,  and  proceeded  to  examine  the  witnesses  relied  on  to 
sustain  the  charges.  From  the  prisoner’s  own  account,  which  bears  in¬ 
trinsic  evidence  of  its  truthfulness,  it  appears  that  Private  Wesche  was 
the  real  aggressor,  and  that,  at  most,  the  affair  was  but  a  foolish  quarrel 
which  might  well  have  been  passed  upon  by  a  Garrison  Court. 
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It  is  noted  that  the  record  in  this  ease  is  written  in  violet  colored  ink. 
This  is  in  contravention  of  General  Orders  Xo.  36,  War  Department, 
March  31,  1870;  with  this  exception  the  proceeding  are  approved.  The 
findings  and  sentence  are  disapproved.  Orders  have  already  been  issued 
for  Private  Wiebe^s  release  from  confinement  and  restoration  to  duty. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gc.  C.  M. 


2d  Lieutenant  Charles  *4.  Booth,  7th  U.  S.  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  December  22,  1873. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  99.  T 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  200,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C. 
Gilbert,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: — 

2d  Lieutenant  Charles  A.  Booth,  7th  U.  S.  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  2d  Lieutenant  Charles  A.  Booth,  7th 
U.  S.  Infantry,  being  on  duty  as  Adjutant  of  the  post  of  Fort 
Benton,  M.  T.,  and  having  in  his  capacity  of  Post  Adjutant,  be¬ 
come  acquainted  with  the  contents  of  an  official  communication 
from  the  Commanding  Officer  of  the  Department  of  Dakota, 
dated  May  15,  1873,  and  addressed  to  the  Commanding  Officer, 
Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  relative  to  the  policy  to  be  pursued  towards 
Indians,  to  prevent  them  from  visiting  the  town  of  Benton,  M.  T., 
which  matter  it  was  his  duty  to  keep  secret,  did  make  known  the 
contents  of  such  communication  to  persons  not  in  the  military 
service  of  the  United  States,  viz.:  to  John  W.  Power  and  Thomas 
Bogy  and  others,  and  did  thereby  defeat  the  object  of  said  com¬ 
munication  and  did  render  abortive  the  policy  therein  indicated. 
This  at  the  town  of  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  July  0,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘being  on  duty  as 
Adjutant  of  the  Post  of  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.’  ” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘being  on  duty  as 
Adjutant  of  the  I’ost  of  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,’  and  of  such  excepted 
words,  Xot  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  2d  Lieutenant  Charles  A. 
Booth,  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  “To  be  reprimanded  by  the  Department  Com¬ 
mander  in  General  Orders.'” 


11.. . The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
2d  Lieutenant  Charles  A.  Booth,  7th  IT.  S.  Infantry,  are  approved;  but 
the  very  frank  and  manly  manner  in  which  the  accused  has  acknowl¬ 
edged  his  error,  convinces  the  Department  Commander  that  the  act 
charged  was  committed  through  indiscretion  rather  than  with  intent  to 
do  wrong.  The  statement  of  the  accused  so  commends  him  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  Commander  that  he  will  not  inflict  upon  him  the  mortification  of 
a  reprimand.  The  sentence  is  therefore  remitted. 

Lieutenant  Booth  will  he  released  from  arrest  and  returned  to  duty. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T., 
by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  200,  current  series,  from 
these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gilbert, 
7th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  I).  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


Corporal  William  C.  Lunsdun,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  December  26,  1873. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  100.  ) 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  228,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  G.  L.  Browning, 
7th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: — 

Corporal  William  C.  Lunsdun,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili¬ 
tary  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In:  that  he,  Corporal  William  C.  Lunsdun,  Company 
‘H,’  7th  Infantry,  being  on  duty  as  Acting  Sergeant  in  command 
of  the  guard,  did  neglect  to  properly  secure  the  fastenings  on  the 
door  of  the  prison  room  of  the  guard-house,  thereby  enabling  a 
prisoner,  viz.:  George  B.  Smith,  Company  ‘H,’  7th  Infantry,  to 
make  his  escape  from  said  guard-house.  This  at  Camp  Baker, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  August,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In :  that  he,  Corporal  William  C.  Lunsdun,  Company 
‘H,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  on  duty  as  Acting  Sergeant  of  the 
guard,  did  fail  and  neglect  to  see  that  the  sentinels  of  the  guard 
were  properly  posted,  but  did  allow  sentinels  to  relieve  each  other 
without  the  supervision  of  a  non-commissioned  officer  of  the 
guard.  This  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of 
August  26,  1873.” 


Charge  II. — “ Disobedience  of  orders.” 


Specification. — “  In :  that  lie,  Corporal  William  C.  Lunsdun,  Company  ‘H,’ 
7th  Infantry,  being  on  duty  as  Acting  Sergeant  of  the  guard,  and 
having  received  an  order  to  close  and  lock  the  prison  room  after 
the  prisoners  had  gone  into  it  for  the  night,  did  fail  to  obey  said 
order,  thereby  enabling  one  of  the  prisoners,  viz. :  Private  George 
B.  Smith,  Company  ‘H,’  7th  Infantry,  confined  for  desertion,  to 
make  his  escape  from  the  guard-house.  This  at  Camp  Baker, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  2fith  day  of  August,  1873.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge. 


Charge  I. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Corporal  William  C. 
Lunsdun,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
ten  dollars  per  month,  for  the  period  of  three  months,  and  to  he  reduced  to 
the  grade  of  a  private  soldier.” 


II... In  the  foregoing  case  of  Corporal  William  C.  Lunsdun,  Company 
“H,”  7th  Infantry,  the  proceedings  and  findings  upon  the  first  charge 
and  the  specifications  thereto,  are  approved.  The  findings  upon  the 
second  charge  and  the  specification  thereto,  are  disapproved.  The  sen¬ 
tence  is  approved.  Upon  the  recommendation  of  a  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  Court,  so  much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  the  forfeiture 
of  pay,  is  remitted.  He  will  be  released  from  arrest  and  restored  to  duty. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry ,  A.  D.  C. 


Charge  II. — “Leaving  his  post,  in  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of 
War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Patrick  Murphy,  Company  ‘B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel,  did  leave  his 
post  before  being  regularly  relieved,  by  entering  the  guard-house, 
leaving  his  musket  outside  the  door.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T., 
on  or  about  the  31st  day  of  July,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
Charge  I. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  word  ‘Remington,’ and 

substituting  therefor  the  word  ‘Springfield.’” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Patrick  Murphy, 
Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  dll  pay 
and  allowance  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis- 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  ‘2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


charged  from,  the  United  States  service,  and  to  he  confined  in  such  penitentiary 
as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  the  period  of  three  years.” 


2d.  Musician  James  W.  Nathan,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Musician  James  W.  Nathan,  Company  ‘B,’ 
7th  Infantry,  in  violation  of  the  following  regularly  published 
order : 

‘Company  ‘B,’  7th  Infantry, 

Fort  Benton,  M.  T„  Nov.  30, 1872. 

‘ Company  Order  ) 

No.  23.  / 

Extract. 

‘II. ..No  enlisted  man  of  his  company  will  introduce  into  the  post  of 
his  company,  or  keep  in  his  possession,  intoxicating  liquor  of  any  de¬ 
scription. 

(‘Sgd.)  James  11.  Bradley, 

ls<  Lieutenant,  1th  Infantry, 

Commanding  Company.' 

did  introduce  into  the  post  of  his  company  and  into  the  quarters 
of  one  Mrs.  Boggs,  a  laundress  of  said  company,  a  bottle  of 
whiskey.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  13th  day  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge;  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Musician  James  IF. 
Nathan,  Company  “B,”  7  th  Infantry. 


3d.  Private  Matthew  Finley,  Company  “F,”  7th  Infantry. 


Charge  I. — “Drunkenness  on  duty,  in  violation  of  the  45th  Article  of 
War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Matthew  Finley,  a  private  of  Company  ‘F,’  7th 
Infantry,  being  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  did 
become  so  much  under  the  influence  of  intoxicating  liquor  <is  to 
unfit  him  for  the  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  sentinel.  This 
at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  September, 
1873.” 

Charge  11. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the'  prejudice  of  good  order  find 
military  discipline  ” 

Specification, — “In:  that  Matthew  Finley,  a  private  of  Company  ‘F,’  7th 
Infantry,  being  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  and 
posted  as  a  sentinel  over  the  haystacks  at  the  post  of  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  did  neglect  his  duty  as  such,  by  lying  down  between  the 
stacks  of  hay.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29tli 
day  of  September,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Finding. 


The  Court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 


Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Matthew  Finley,  Private 
Company  “F,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  the  service  of  the  United  Stales,  and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard 
labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  six  months.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Patrick  Murphy,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
The  sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take 
effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at 
Stillwater,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  acquittal  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Musi¬ 
cian  James  W.  Nathan,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and 
restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Matthew  Finley,  Company  “  F,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  So 
much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  at  hard  labor,  is  remitted. 
As  thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


. 


CIRCULARS 


FROM  THE 


HEADQUARTERS 


18  7j 


(No.  1.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  23,  1873. 

CIRCULAR. 

The  following  circulars  from  the  War  Department  are  furnished  for 
the  information  and  guidance  of  all  concerned,  viz : — 

War  Department, 

Washington  City,  December  10,  1872. 

The  Secretary  of  War  directs  that  until  further  orders  from  himself, 
all  action  by  officers  of  the  Army  upon  cases  of  payments  under  the 
Second  Section  of  the  Act  of  Congress,  approved  May  18,  1872,  Chap¬ 
ter  172,  page  134,  and  the  orders  regarding  extra  compensation  under 
the  late  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,  touching  the  eight  hour  law, 
published  in  General  Orders  No.  93,  1872,  be  suspended. 

(Signed.)  H.  T.  Crosby, 
Chief  Clerk. 

Adjutant  General’s  Office, 

Washington,  December  16,  1872. 

Official  copy  respectfully  furnished  for  the  information  of  the  Com¬ 
manding  General,  Military  Division  of  the  Missouri. 

(Signed.)  E.  D.  Townsend, 

Adjutant  General. 

Header's  Mil.  Div.  of  the  Missouri, 
Chicago,  December  19,  1872. 

Official  copy  respectfully  furnished  for  the  information  of  the  Com¬ 
manding  General,  Department  of  Dakota. 

^Signed.)  James  B.  Fry. 

Ass’t  Adj’t  General. 
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War  Department, 

Washington  City ,  December  19,  1872. 

To  the 

Adjutant  General. 

Some  misunderstanding  having  arisen  as  to  the  intention  of  the 
Circular  of  December  10th,  from  this  office,  to  Heads  of  Bureaux,  re¬ 
garding  the  Second  Section  of  the  Act  of  Congress,  approved  May  18th, 
1872,  the  Secretary  of  War  desires  it  stated  that  the  intention  of  that 
Circular  was  only  to  suspend  payment  to  all  such  persons  as  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,  published  in  General 
Orders  93,  1872,  which  persons  were  not  formerly  included  under  the 
general  head  of  workmen,  laborers  and  mechanics. 

No  suspension  of  action  is  to  be  made  in  the  case  of  such  persons  as 
were  paid  as  workmen,  laborers  and  mechanics,  prior  to  the  rendition 
of  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  published  in  General  Orders 
No.  93. 

(Signed.)  H.  T.  Crosby, 

Chief  Clerk. 

Headqu’s  Mil.  Div.  of  the  Missouri, 

Chicago,  December  31,  1872. 

Official  copy  respectfully  furnished  to  the  Commanding  General, 
Department  of  Dakota,  for  his  information. 

(Signed.)  James  B.  Fry, 

Asdt.  Adj’t.  General. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paul,  Minn,,  January  24,  1873. 

Circular. 

It  is  announced  for  the  information  of  all  concerned,  that  the  Hon¬ 
orable  Secretary  of  War  has  approved  a  recommendation  of  the  Quar¬ 
termaster  General,  that  under  certain  restrictions  officers  on  duty  at 
frontier  posts,  and  not  entitled  to  forage  by  laws  and  regulations,  may 
purchase  from  the  Quartermaster’s  Department,  forage  for  one  horse, 
at  cost  price  including  transportation. 

In  this  Department  such  sales  will  be  permitted  on  the  approval  of 
the  Post  Commander,  who  will  withhold  it  when  sales  authorized  there¬ 
by  would  reduce  the  amount  of  forage  on  hand  below  that  required  for 
the  full  allowance  to  the  public  animals  in  service  at  the  post. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


(No.  3.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  17,  1873. 

Circular  : 

The  following  circular  from  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  of  the  Army,  is 
re-published  for  the  information  of  all  concerned,  viz : 

Circular  No.  5 — Series  of  1873. 

INSTRUCTIONS  RELATIVE  TO  USE  OF  “  COLLINS’  PREPARED  HARNESS 
OIL  AND  LEATHER  PRESERVATIVE.” 

Ordnance  Office, 

War  Department, 

Washington,  January  20,  1873. 

It  having  been  directed  that  “  Collins’  Prepared  Harness  Oil  and 
Leather  Preservative”  be  placed  on  the  list  of  supplies  issued  by  the 
Ordnance  Department  to  the  Army,  the  following  report  is  published 
for  the  information  of  all  concerned. 

(Signed.)  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  U.  S.  A. 

Ordnance  Depot,  Omaha,  Neb., 

January  15,  1873. 

To  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  U.  S.  Army, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  instructions  contained  in  your  letter  of  the 
20th  of  December  last,  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  report 
upon  “Collins’  Prepared  Harness  Oil  and  Leather  Preservative,”  man¬ 
ufactured  by  Messrs.  G.  H.  &  J.  S.  Collins,  of  Omaha. 


2 

1st. — Form  of  preparation  and  mode  of  packing. 

The  only  form  in  which  this  preparation  is  manufactured  is  that  of 
a  paste,  the  consistency  of  which  can  be  made  to  vary  by  the  increase 
or  diminution  of  certain  constituents  used  in  making  it. 

The  form  which  is  considered  by  the  Messrs.  Collins  as  best  adapted 
for  use  in  all  climates  is  of  about  the  consistence  of  ordinary  shoe¬ 
blacking,  though  much  more  oily.  It  is  in  a  condition  for  use  at  any 
temperature  of  the  atmosphere  above  50°  Fahrenheit,  and  would  not,  I 
am  informed,  be  rendered  sufficiently  liquid  by  atmospheric  heat  to 
cause  any  loss  from  leakage  or  evaporation,  which  would  be  the  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  use  of  a  softer  form.  When  the  temperature  is  near  or 
below  the  freezing  point,  it  requires  to  be  slightly  warmed  before  using. 

The  packages  used  in  putting  up  this  oil  are  tin  cans  or  boxes  of  a 
cylindrical  form,  about  6}  inches  in  diameter  and  5J  inches  in  height, 
with  a  bail  attached,  and  a  cover  fitting  the  top.  The  cans  contain  six 
pounds  each.  This  mode  of  packing  is,  I  think,  as  convenient  as  any 
that  can  be  used,  as  the  ordinary  oil-can  for  liquid  oils  would  not  answer 
even  for  the  softer  forms  of  the  paste. 

A  smaller  can  of  the  same  form,  adapted  for  one  pound,  is  also  used, 
but  if  purchased  in  this  form  there  would  be  an  additional  expense  on 
account  of  packages,  in  consequence  of  which  I  should  deem  it  advisa¬ 
ble  to  use  only  the  larger  cans  for  what  is  purchased  by  the  Department, 
'id. — The  mode  of  and  directions  for  applying  it  to  harness  or  equipments 
arc  as  follows:' 

Unbuckle  and  separate  all  the  parts,  wash  them  clean  in  a  tub  or  vat 
of  lukewarm  water,  and  hang  them  up  to  dry  ;  if  the  weather  be  cold 
this  should  be  done  in  a  moderately  warm  room  ;  care  should  be  taken 
not  to  expose  them  to  the  sun  or  the  heat  of  a  warm  stove.  After 
drying  for  about  half  an  hour,  the  [tarts  arc  ready  for  the  application  of 
the  oil,  which  should  be  made  while  the  leather  is  still  damp.  The  oil 
may  be  applied  either  with  a  common  paint-brush  or  sponge.  A  light 
coat  is  put  on  at  first,  and  time  is  given  for  the  surface  to  dry,  then  ap¬ 
ply  plentifully  until  the  leather  ceases  to  absorb  it.  The  parts  should 
then  be  hung  up  for  a  period  of  from  G  to  12  hours,  (the  latter  in  cold 
weather),  in  order  to  allow  the  oil  to  soak  in  thoroughly,  care  being 
taken,  as  before  directed,  not  to  expose  them  to  the  sun  or  the  heat  of 
the  stove,  when  they  should  be  rubbed  dry  with  a  woolen  cloth  and 


may  then  be  put  together  for  use.  If  practicable,  the  articles  oiled 
should  be  kept  from  use  24  hours  longer  than  the  time  above  specified, 
in  order  to  enable  the  oil  to  produce  its  full  effect. 

Harness  and  equipments  which  are  kept  in  constant  use  should  be 
oiled  once  in  two  months,  and  if  much  exposed  to  wet,  once  a  month. 
If  but  occasionally  used  and  not  unduly  exposed  to  the  weather,  three 
or  four  times  a  year  will  be  sufficient . 

3d.— 0  lie  year's  supply  for  a  cavalry  company  and  a  4  -gun  battery. 

In  this  connection  it  is  necessary  to  state  that  I  have  no  accurate  data 
which  will  enable  tne  to  give  a  reliable  estimate  as  to  the  quantity  re¬ 
quired,  and  it  will  probably  be  necessary  to  test  it  by  use  in  the  field 
before  any  can  be  fixed  upon.  It  has  been  used  for  some  time  at  the 
Quartermaster’s  Depot  in  this  city  for  oiling  draught  harness,  and,  from 
the  best  information  I  can  gain  from  that  source,  about  one  pound  of 
the  oil  is  required  in  a  year  for  six  pounds  of  leather,  (supposing  six 
applications  to  be  made  in  that  period).  Proceeding  upon  this  basis,  I 
should  consider  that  the  harness  for  a  4-gun  battery  (10  sets  wheel  and 
20  lead)  would  require  about  300  pounds  per  year  to  keep  it  in  good 
order,  and  the  equipments  for  a  company  of  cavalry,  about  72  pounds. 
In  cases  where  the  harness  and  equipments  have  been  in  service  some 
time  without  the  use  of  this  oil,  an  addition  of  about  one-fourth  would 
be  required. 

Very  respectfully,  vour  obedient  servant, 

(Signed.)  Cullen  Bryant, 

Lieut,  of  Ordnance,  Commanding. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


■ 


(No.  4.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  20,  1873. 

Circular  : 

The  following  decisions  of  the  War  Department  are  published  for 
the  information  and  guidance  of  all  concerned,  viz  : 

Adjutant  General’s  Office, 

December  28,  1872. 

( Extract . ) 

Company  commanders  are  not  required  to  appoint  wagoners  and  arti¬ 
ficers,  but  may  muster  the  men  as  wagoners,  artificers,  or  privates,  as 
they  may  see  fit. 

If  mustered  as  privates,  they  cannot,  under  the  law,  receive  extra 
pay  for  performing  the  duties  of  wagoner  or  artificer,  when  serving 
with  companies. 

(Signed.)  E.  D.  Townsend, 

Adjutant  General. 


War  Department, 

Adjutant  General’s  Office, 
January  3,  1873. 

(Extract.) 


The  Secretary  of  War  decides  that  artificers  of  Infantry  are  entitled 
to  extra  duty  pay,  when  employed  under  the  orders  of  the  Quartermas¬ 
ter’s  Department. 


Company  wagoners  are  also  entitled  to  extra  duty  pay,  when  so  em- 


ployed. 

(Signed.)  E.  D.  Townsend, 

Adjutant  General. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


OFFICIAL  : 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

Captain  6th  Infantry. 


(No.  5.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  March  7,  1873. 


Circular: 

The  following  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  War  is  published  for  the 
information  of  all  concerned,  viz : 

“The  Secretary  of  War  decides  that  the  legitimate  expenses  incurred 
in  taking  affidavits  regarding  the  loss  of  ordnance  will  be  paid  by  the 
Quartermaster’s  Department  to  the  notary  who  rendered  the  service, 
but  it  cannot  reimburse  an  officer  for  any  outlay.” 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

official: 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


(No.  6.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  March  10,  1873. 


Circular : 

The  following  instructions,  emanating  from  the  Quartermaster  Gen¬ 
eral’s  Office,  for  the  guidance  of  officers  on  duty  in  the  Quartermaster’s 
Department,  are  re-published,  for  the  information  of  all  concerned 
serving  in  this  Military  Department,  viz. : 

“General  Orders  Nos.  2  and  6,  Quartermaster  General’s  Office,  1863, 
will,  under  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  cease  to  apply  in  settle¬ 
ment  of  charges  against  the  Government  for  tolls  over  turnpikes, 
bridges,  ferries,  &c.,  upon  movements  subsequent  to  this  date. 

Whenever  it  shall  become  necessary  for  troops,  military  supplies,  or 
persons  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  to  pass  on  public 
duty  over  a  turnpike,  bridge,  or  ferry,  (authorized  to  collect  tolls  or 
ferriage,)  the  officer  in  command  of  such  troops,  or  in  charge  of  such 
persons  or  supplies,  will  apply  to  the  officer  of  the  Quartermaster’s  De¬ 
partment,  at  the  most  convenient  station,  for  orders  upon  the  turnpike, 
bridge,  or  ferry,  and  accounts  accruing  for  such  service,  accompanied  by 
such  orders,  duly  receipted,  will  be  presented  to  the  nearest  disbursing 
Quartermaster  tor  settlement.  Whenever  it  is  impracticable  to  obtain 
the  orders  of  a  Quartermaster,  the  person  in  charge  of  the  party  passing 
over  such  turnpike,  bridge,  or  ferry,  will  give  a  certificate  for  the  ser¬ 
vices,  setting  forth  the  number  and  description  of  persons,  and  quantity 
and  character  of  supplies  passed,  the  rates  to  be  allowed,  and  that  the 
travel  is  on  public  duty. 

Before  payment  of  such  accounts,  the  disbursing  Quartermaster  will 
satisfy  himself  that  the  rates  charged  do  not  exceed  the  authorized  or 
usual  public  rates,  and  that  the  indebtedness  was  incurred  on  Govern¬ 
ment  account,  and  was  necessary  for  the  public  service. 

Payments  may  be  made  at  the  authorized  or  usual  public  rates,  unless 
a  more  favorable  special  arrangement  is  made.”  x 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  6th  Tn/antnj. 


(fco.  7.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  March  19,  1873. 

Circular : 

The  season  for  active  military  operations  in  this  Department  being 
short  and  close  at  hand,  the  Department  Commander  announces  for 
the  information  of  the  command,  that  until  its  close,  leaves  of  absence 
for  officers  will  not  be  granted,  except  in  extraordinary  cases,  when  the 
circumstances  in  each  case  justifying  the  application  for  the  indulgence, 
must  be  fully  and  clearly  set  forth  therein. 

Favorable  consideration  can  only  be  given  to  cases  of  the  most  posi¬ 
tive  merit. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


(No.  8.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  20,  1873. 

Circular. 

The  following  named  newspapers,  published  within  the  limits  of  this 
Department,  have  been  placed  upon  the  advertising  list  of  the  War 


Department  to  this  date,  viz  : — 

Minnesota. 

St,  Paul  Press, . St.  Paul. 

Minnesota  Staats  Zeitung, . St.  Paul. 

St.  Paul  Dispatch, . St.  Paul. 

St.  Cloud  Journal, . St.  Cloud. 

Lake  City  Leader, . Lake  City. 

Dakota. 

Union  &  Dakotaian, . Yankton. 

Dakota  Republican, . Vermillion. 

Yankton  Press, . Yankton. 

Montana. 

Helena  Herald, . Helena. 

New  Northwest, . Deer  Lodge  City. 

This  list  is  furnished  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  officers 


whose  duties  require  them  to  advertise  on  public  service. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


ii  '■  •  '  i*  I 


(No.  9.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OP  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  3,  1873. 

Circular : 

The  following  instructions  from  the  War  Department  are  published 
for  the  information  and  guidance  of  all  concerned,  viz  : — 

War  ^Department, 

Adjutant  General’s  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  Match  29,  1873. 

“  To  Commanding  General, 

“  Department  of  Dakota, 

“  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

“The  following  are  the  orders  of  the  Secretary  of  War  of  yesterday’s 
date.  All  expenditures  for  building  material  and  construction  and  re¬ 
pair  of  building  to  be  paid  from  appropriation  for  barracks  and  quarters 
for  the  current  fiscal  yen r,  will  be  suspended,  and  no  further  expendi¬ 
tures  will  be  made  for  these  purposes  until  beginning  of  next  fiscal 
year.  All  civilians  employed  upon  construction  and  repair  of  such 
buildings  will  be  discharged,  and  enlisted  men  so  employed  released 
from  such  duty  until  further  orders.  The  pay  of  extra  ducy  men  so 
employed,  which  may  be  a  charge  upon  appropriation  for  incidental  ex¬ 
penses  of  Quartermasters,  will  cea§e  from  date  of  this  order.  Division 
and  Department  Commanders  will  require  their  Chief  Quartermasters 
to  report  to  Secretary  of  War,  through  Quartermaster  General,  without 
delay,  in  detail,  the  sums  expended  in  their  several  divisions  and  de¬ 
partments  for  rent  or  hire  of  quarters  for  troops  and  officers  on  military 
duty,  for  storehouses  for  safe  keeping  of  military  stores,  for  offices,  for 
ground  for  camps  or  cantonments,  and  temporary  frontier  stations,  for 
construction  and  repair  of  temporary  huts,  of  stables,  and  other  military 


buildings  at  established  posts,  and  for  repair  of  buildings  occupied  by 
the  army,  giving  the  location  of  each  building  or  piece  of  ground,  and 
the  sum  paid  for  the  rent  or  place  of  each,  also  the  amounts  expended 
during  the  first  half  of  the  present  fiscal  year  in  the  construction  and 
repair  of  temporary  huts,  stables,  and  other  military  buildings  in  use 
by  the  army,  in  their  respective  divisions  or  departments.” 

(Signed.)  E.  D.  Townsend, 

Adjutant  General. 


OFFICIAL: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  6th  Infantry. 


(No.  10.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  7,  1873. 

Circular : 

For  the  information  and  guidance  of  officers  of  this  command,  whose 
duties  require  them  to  advertise  on  public  service,  it  is  announced  that 
the  “  Duluth  Minnesotian,"  a  newspaper  published  at  Duluth,  Minneso¬ 
ta,  has  been  placed  on  the  advertising  list  of  the  War  Department. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  6th  Infantry. 


(No.  11.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  25,  1873. 

Circular  : 

The  following  decision  of  the  War  Department  is  published  for  the 
information  and  guidance  of  all  concerned,  viz : 

War  Department, 

Adjutant  General’s  Office, 

March  25,  1873. 

Enlisted  men  serving  under  orders  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Depart¬ 
ment  at  the  post  where  their  company  is  stationed,  are  considered  as  on 
extra  duty  in  Quartermaster's  Department,  and  not  as  present  for  duty 
with  company. 

(Signed)  E.  D.  Townsend, 

Adjutant  General. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


: 

’ 


(No.  12.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 


Circular : 


Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  7,  1873. 


It  is  announced  for  the  information  of  officers  of  this  command,  that 
the  Honorable  Secretary  of  War  has  decided  that  in  all  cases  where 
officers  assume  the  responsibility  of  violating  the  orders  of  the  War 
Department,  in  ordering  or  making  purchases  without  its  authority,  the 
cost  of  the  articles  so  ordered  or  purchased  will  be  charged  against  the 
officer  by  whose  order  the  purchase  was  made. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  6th  Infantry. 


■  •  '  ’  . 

1 

! 

' 


(No.  13.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  13,  1873. 

Circular  : 

Post  Commanders  will  cause  all  officers  doing  duty  in  the  Quarter¬ 
master’s  Department  at  their  respective  posts,  to  at  once  transfer  to  the 
Chief  Quartermaster  of  the  Department,  all  moneys  in  their  possession 
on  account  of  appropriation  for  Regular  Supplies  for  the  present  fiscal 
year,  not  required  for  the  payment  of  debts  already  contracted. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  31,  1873. 


Circular : 

Commanding  Officers  of  companies  in  this  Department  to  whom  the 
new  equipments  have  been  issued,  will  render  promptly,  at  the  end  of 
each  quarter,  upon  the  printed  blank  forms  furnished  by  the  Ordnance 
Department,  the  “  Report  on  Equipments,”  as  requested  in  the  circular 
letter  printed  upon  the  blanks. 


OFFICIAL: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  6th  Infantry. 


(No.  15.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  5,  1873. 

Circular  : 

All  officers  of,  and  doing  duty  in  the  Quartermaster’s  Department 
in  this  Military  Department  will,  immediately  after  the  close  of  the 
present  fiscal  year,  make  out  and  forward  direct  to  the  Chief  Quarter¬ 
master  of  the  Department : — 

A  statement  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department 
at  their  respective  stations  on  the  30th  of  June,  1873.  This  statement 
will  set  forth  the  amount  of  indebtedness  under  each  of  the  several 
heads  of  appropriations  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department,  (as  regular 
supplies,  barracks  and  quarters,  &c.,)  and  will  also  show  to  which  class 
or  division  of  those  headings  the  indebtedness  pertains,  agreeably  to  the 
classification  set  forth  in  form  (No.  24)  of  estimate  of  funds. 

Should  the  indebtedness  pertain  to  more  than  one  fiscal  year,  a  sep¬ 
arate  statement  for  such  fiscal  year  will  be  made  out  and  forwarded. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  6th  Infantry. 


(No.  16.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  June  9,  1873. 

Circular : 

Accompanying  this  circular  are  transmitted  blank  forms  furnished  by 
the  Ordnance  Department  for  reporting  small  arm  target  practice. 
Company  Commanders  will  forward  promptly  at  the  end  of  each  quarter 
these  reports,  giving  the  closest  observance  to  the  instructions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  notes  on  the  forms  furnished  them. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


1st  Lieutenant,  6th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


(No.  17.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  July  14,  1873. 


Circular: 


The  following  decision  of  the  Honorable  Secretary  of  War,  is  pub¬ 
lished  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  all  concerned,  viz  : — 

“  Accounts  of  officers  for  postage  in  the  field,  or  elsewhere  outside  of 
Washington,  will,  until  further  orders,  be  paid  by  the  Paymaster  Gen¬ 
eral  and  Quartermaster  General,  as  heretofore,  out  of  the  appropria¬ 
tions  made  for  that  purpose.” 


OFFICIAL  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  I).  C. 


(No.  18.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  23,  1873. 

Circular : 

Post  Commanders  will  at  once  forward  to  these  headquarters  a  list  of 
the  number,  kind,  description,  and  condition  for  service,  of  all  survey¬ 
ing  instruments  at  their  respective  posts. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


:no.  19.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

St.  Paul,  \finn.,  August  27,  1873. 


Circular : 

The  following  decision  as  to  whether  or  not  the  money  value  of  cloth¬ 
ing,  issued  to  enlisted  men,  should  be  charged  against  them  on  their 
clothing  accounts,  whilst  undergoing  sentence  of  a  General  Court  Mar¬ 
tial  to  confinement  at  hard  labor,  with  loss  of  pay  and  allowances, 
is  published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  all  concerned,  viz  : — 
War  Department, 

Adjutant  General’s  Office, 

July  24,  1873. 


The  within  named  man  having  been  sentenced  bv  General  Court 
Martial  to  forfeit  pay  and  allowances,  except  three  dollars  per  month, 
the  clothing  issued  to  him,  while  in  confinement,  will  not  be  charged  to 
him. 

(Signed,)  Thomas  M.  Vincent, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


OFFICIAL  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


(No.  20.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  6,  1873. 

Circular : 

The  following  is  published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  all 
concerned,  viz. : 


War  Department, 

Adjutant  General’s  Office, 

Washington,  September  30,  1873. 

To  the  Commanding  General, 

Military  Division  of  the  Missouri, 

Chicago,  Illinois. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  your  endorsements  of  the  26th  ultimo  and  7th 
instant,  forwarding  communications  from  the  Commanding  Officers 
Forts  Garland,  Colorado  Territory,  and  McPherson,  Nebraska,  on  the 
subject  of  issuing  rations  to  destitute  persons  at  frontier  posts,  I  have 
the  honor  to  communicate,  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  those 
concerned,  the  following  views  of  the  Commissary  General  of  Subsist¬ 
ence,  which  are  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War : 

“  The  current  appropriations  for  the  subsistence  of  the  army  are  so 
closely  cut  down  to  the  actual  wants  of  the  service,  that  there  is  no 
margin  for  the  exercise  of  liberality  in  the  issue  of  subsistence  stores 
to  those  for  whom  there  is  no  provision  of  law. 

“  All  such  applications  for  issues  must  of  necessity  be  declined,  except 
in  those  overruling  demands  of  humanity  where  starvation  or  extreme 
suffering  shall  move  the  Commanding  Officer  to  assume  the  responsi¬ 
bility  to  make  limited  issues,  he  trusting  to  the  circumstances,  to  be  fully 
stated  in  his  order  for  the  issue,  that  the  Secretary  of  War  will  sustain 
his  action.  It  is  not  deemed  that  any  executive  authority  can,  in  ad- 


vnncc  of  occurrence  of  the  special  occasions  of  necessity,  properly  give 
orders  for  or  regulate  such  issues,  as  this  would  transcend  the  provisions 
of  law.” 

1  am,  Sir,  very  respectfully, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

(Signed,)  E.  I).  Townsend, 

Adjutant  General. 


OFFICIA  L  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain ,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  I).  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  October  9,  1873. 

Circular : 

All  officers  of,  or  doing  duty  in,  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  in 
this  Command  will,  immediately  after  the  31st  day  of  December,  1873, 
forward  to  the  Chief  Quartermaster  of  the  Military  Division  of  the 
Missouri,  a  list  of  Quartermaster’s  stores,  and  also  at  the  same  date  a 
list  of  clothing,  camp,  and  garrison  equipage  on  hand,  at  their  respective 
posts  or  depots. 

The  articles  will  be  arranged  in  the  order  in  which  they  usually  ap¬ 
pear  on  returns  (forms  No.  27  and  No.  45),  and  the  condition  of  each 
article  will  be  set  forth. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

o.  d.  gref.ne, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry ,  A.  I).  C. 


(No.  22.) 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  November  12,  1873. 

Circular : 

The  following  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  as  to  the  rate  of  pay 
of  a  non-commissioned  officer  detailed  on  extra  duty  as  an  overseer  of 
a  party  of  twenty  men,  composed  either  of  prisoners  or  soldiers  not  on 
extra  duty,  is  published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  all  con¬ 
cerned  : 

It  is  understood  from  the  wording  of  the  law,  that  the  overseer  of 
artificers  is  supposed  to  be  a  man  skilled  in  the  trade  of  the  artificers; 
a  similar  overseer  of  laborers  or  persons  at  labor,  would  not  be  required 
to  perform  ‘skilled  labor’  as  an  overseer,  and  the  rate  should  be  twenty 
(20)  cents  per  day.” 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


(No.  23.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  November  20,  1873. 

Circular: 

Whenever  men  surrender  as  deserters,  under  the  provisions  of  General 
Orders  No.  102,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant  Gereral’s 
office,  they  will  be  taken  up  and  reported  for  duty  as  casually  at  the 
post.  Their  statements  in  regard  to  desertion  and  their  description 
will  be  forwarded  through  these  headquarters  to  the  Adjutant  General 
of  the  Army,  for  orders  as  to  their  disposition. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  1 ).  C. 


' 

..  v;  •  ...  •  ■ 

. . -IK-  /  ■,  ■ 


(No.  24.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  November  29,  1873. 


Circular : 


The  attention  of  the  Department  Commander  having  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  at  certain  posts  in  the  Department,  the  “  retained  copies 
of  pay  rolls”  are  imperfect,  owing  to  neglect  or  failure  on  the  part  of 
the  proper  officers  to  transcribe  thereupon  the  calculations  from  the 
Paymaster’s  copy,  upon  which  payment  was  made,  the  attention  of 
officers  is  called  to  the  provisions  of  War  Department  Orders  No.  9, 
of  1851,  whereby  the  Company  Commander  is  made  responsible  for  tbe 
transcription  above  indicated,  and  the  consequent  perfection  of  the  re¬ 
tained  roll.  In  all  payments  hereafter,  Paymasters  serving  in  this 
command  will  give  company  commanders  sufficient  time  before  leaving 
the  station,  to  make  the  transcription  indicated,  and  in  case  it  is  not 
done,  from  any  cause  whatever,  will  render  an  immediate  report  of  the 
fact  to  the  Assistant  Adjutant  General  at  these  headquarters. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


■ 

. 

. 


(No.  25.) 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 


St.  Paid,  Minn.,  December  2(S,  1873. 

Circular: 

The  following  correspondence  is  republished  in  this  Department  fo~ 
t  he  information  and  guidance  of  all  concerned. 

Headquarters  Department  of  California. 

San  Francisco,  November  11,  187”.. 
To  the  Adjviartl  General,  U.  S.  Army,  Washington,  D.  ('. 

Sir: 

I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  classes  of  cases  arising  in 
this  Department  under  War  Department  General  Orders  No.  102,  cur¬ 
rent  series,  for  instructions  in  regard  to  the  disposition  of  the  men,  and 
the  advantages,  if  any,  such  men  confessing  themselves  deserters  are 
entitled  to : 

First. — Men  out  of  service,  hut  in  confinement,  undergoing  sentence  to 
bard  labor,  etc.,  who  confess  themselves  deserters  under  that  order  from 
one  or  more  previous  enlistments. 

Second. — Men  in  service,  undergoing  sentence,  or  waiting  trial  or  sen¬ 
tence  for  desertion  or  other  offenses,  who  under  that  order  confess  then  - 
selves  deserters  from  one  or  more  enlistments. 

Third. — Men  serving  in  the  army  who  confess  themselves  deserters  from 
the  marines. 

All  of  these  cases  have  arisen  among  the  general  prisoners  at  Alcatraz 
Island,  and  cases  of  the  third  class  are  arising  occasionally  among  men 
now  serving  in  the  army. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

(Signed,)  J.  M.  Schofield, 

Major  General. 


War  Department. 

Adjutant  General’s  Office, 

November  25,  1873. 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Commanding  General  of  the  Department 
of  California. 

The  class  of  men  mentioned  in  first  and  second  sections  of  inclosed 
communication  are  not  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  General  Orders  No.  102, 
from  Adjutant  General’s  Office,  series  of  1873. 

In  the  cases  of  men  now  serving  in  the  army  who  surrender  themselves 
as  deserters  from  the  Marine  Corps,  communication  should  be  addressed 
to  Brigadier-General  Jacob  Zeilin,  commanding  United  States  Marine 
Corps,  Washington,  1).  with  a  view  to  having  the  men  returned  to 
the  Marine  Corps  at  the  expense  of  the  appropriation  made  for  the  support  of 
that  organization. 

It  is  desired  that  this  office  be  informed  when  men  report  having  served 
in  organizations  other  than  that  in  which  they  originally  enlisted,  and 
that  deserters  be  interrogated  with  a  view  to  eliciting  this  information. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War: 

i  Signed, )  K.  I).  Townsend, 

Adjutant  General. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 
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Adams,  Robert .  20 

Ahern,  Michael . 14.  30 

Aldworth.  Thomas .  72 

Allen,  J.  L .  S' 

Aspinwall,  John . 33 

Assadely,  Antony .  11 

B. 

Bagley,  Edward . 31,  49 

Banes,  Thomas .  50 

Bar,  (or  Barr,)  Emmett . 31,  51 

Beaton,  James .  72 

Beck,  Franklin .  55 

Bills,  Joab .  34 

Boling,  J.  R . 54 

Boren.  Ansgorius .  46 

Brass,  Joseph .  27 

Brophy,  Thomas . 67 

Brown,  Michael . 39 

Bryant,  Michael .  25 

Burke,  F.  H . 13 

Burke,  Michael  ( alias  George  Mc¬ 
Dermott,)  .  27 

Burnell,  Michael .  9 

Burns,  John . 45 

C. 

Campbell,  M.  W . 27 

Carmichael,  Isaac . 30 

Carroll,  James . 82 

Carson,  William .  16 

Carter,  C.  R .  69 

Chambers.  George .  34 

Clancey,  James . 38 

Clark,  James,  Private,  Company 

“  K,”  22d  Infantry .  36 

Clark,  James,  Private,  Company 

"  C.”  7th  Infantry .  41 

Clongher,  Luke .  9 

Corcoran,  John .  49 

Costello,  John .  56 

Curliss,  J.  M . 25 

Custer,  G.  A .  59 


D. 

lavenport.  James.... 

lavenport,  Mat . 

)avis,  G.  A . 

Davis,  J.  W . 

)awsey,  D.  C . 

) cnipscy,  William.  .. 
levcnport.  James.... 

levine.Johf  . 

liekenson,  11.  B . 

lillon,  Patrick . 

Jobbins.  John . 

lonegan,  James . 

)onie.  George . 

Donlyn.  Michael . 

lonovan.  Dennis . 

)ougal,  Robert . 

)oyle,  James . 

luggan,  .1.  S . 

luncan,  W.  J . 

Iwyer,  Martin . 


Ech,  Frederick.... 
Eisenhart.  Peter. 

Ellis,  Charles . 

Ellis.  Charles  A.. 
Esig,  George . 


Fahy,  J.  C . 

Ferguson.  John . 

Fetter,  William . 

Fitzpatrick.  Kyram  .. 

Foberg.  Peter . 

Fox.  H.  A . 

French.  Matthew . 

G. 

Gambell,  W.  H . 

Gannon,  Peter . 

Golden,  James . 

Goldstein.  George . 
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Gorom.  Daniel . 

Gray,  H.  M . 

Grennan,  James . 

Gruber,  Gottlieb . 

H. 

Hall,  William . 

Hamilton,  M.  F . 

Hanley,  R.  P . 

Han  rah  an,  John . 

Harris,  L.  A . 

lleimbrick,  John . 

llelwig,  W.  H . 

Hickey,  William . 

Higgins,  Thomas . 

Hillborn,  David . 

Hilliard,  Robert . 

llohmcyer,  Frederick .... 

llowell.  Lewis . 

Hyatt,  Moses . 


Jennings.  James 
Jokeim,  Peter.  .. 
Jourdan,  John .. 


Keeler,  Henry . 

Kelly,  Edward . 

Kelly,  James . 

Kennedy,  William.. 

Kerns,  John . 

Klein.  Gustav . 

Klute,  Henry . . 


L. 

janders,  Jacob . 

.awless,  William . 

Lee.  John . 

Lewis,  A.  J . 

Lidell,  G.  W . 

jowenburg.  J.  F.  E... 
iugenbeel. Pinkney... 

.undquist.  Peter . 

junsdun,  W.  C . 

jynch,  James . 

M. 

Mahoney,  Edward . 

Maloney.  D.  T . 

Marlow.  Robert . 

Matthews,  G.  W . 

McBrearty,  James . 


McCaffrey,  Francis . 

McCarthy,  Thomas . 

McCauley,  William.... 
McClellan,  William.... 

McCue,  Patrick . 

McDonald.  E.  J . 

McDonald.  Michael  ... 

McDonnell,  John . 

Me  Elroy.  F.  P . 

McGill.  Richard  . 

McIntyre,  J.  M . 

McManus,  Bernard . 

McMullin,  John . 

McNulty.  Farrell . 

Mcgier.  Louis . 

Metcalfe.  Charles . 

Miller,  James . 

Monahan,  Cornelius.... 

Morris,  E.  F . 

Morton.  Michael . 

Mulholland,  Charles.. 

Muller,  Anton . 

Myers,  Maurice . 


Myt 


i,  W.  C... 


Netherton,  Albert .  30 


O’Connell.  Daniel... 
O’Donnell.  Peter... 

O’Gara,  Edward . 

Oshwell.  C.  II . 

Otis.  E.  S . 


leardon,  John . 

Reynolds,  James . 

Rieley,  Michael . 

Roberts,  William . 

lobinson,  Alexander . 

. 20, 

todetnyre,  John . 

togers,  George . 

Rogers,  John . 

looney,  James... . 

lonnev.  Mill  nr*,  hi .  . 

Roth,  T.T . 

towbotham,  Thomas . 
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Sager,  L . 
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Scuhltze,  Henry . 

Schulz,  Paul . 

Scully,  John . 

S earls,  L.  B . 

Seedes,  J.  T . 

Seibert,  Joseph . 

Shaughnessy,  Michael... 

Sheely,  Edward . 

Shields,  Janies . 

Simon,  William . 

Skinner,  William . 

Sligor,  J.  M . 

Smith,  David . 

Smith,  Henry . 

Smith,  Hugh . 

Smith,  J.  P 
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Smith,  John  (alias  Peter  Pauiej...  < 

Smith,  Thomas . 56,  i 

Smurr,  Charles .  i 

Sparks,  Peter . 

Stanley.  J.  II .  t 

Steck,  0.  A .  ‘ 

Stevens,  William . 

Stevenson,  Peter .  i 

Stoyell,  L.  B . 


Sullivan,  Tim . 27 

Sweeney,  Charles .  66 

Sweeney,  J.  J .  30 


T. 


Thomas,  J.  J . 

Tio,  George . 

Traior,  Adolphus. 


V. 

Vaughan,  Thomas .  63 


W. 


Wahner,  Otto . 

Walsh.  Richard . 

Wamsler.  John . 

Weems,  Albert . 

Wetterling,  August... 

Whalen,  Charles . 

Whalen.  Thomas . 

Whitenfleld,  Albert... 

Williams.  B.  F . 

Willse,  John . 

Wilson,  John . 

Wilson,  Thomas . 

Wright,  Peter . 


INDEX  OF  SUBJECTS. 


A. 

Acting  Assistant  Inspector  General. 

Announces  Lieutenant  Colonel  B.  S.  Otis,  22d  Infantry . 

Annual  Estimates. 

Directs  Post  Commanders  to  forward,  of  supplies  for  Quartermaster’s 

Department . 

Annual  Requisitions. 

Directs  Post  Commanders  to  cause,  for  supplies  of  Subsistence  Depart¬ 
ment  to  be  made  and  forwarded . 

Artificers.  (.See  Company  Artificers  and  Wagoners.) 

Authority. 

If  necessary  to  increase  force  of  civil  employfis  and  extra  duty  men  at 
posts,  Ac.,  application  must  be  made  to  Dept.  Headquarters  for . 

For  the  increase  of  force  of  civil  employes  and  their  rates  of  compen¬ 
sation  must  be  obtained  from  Department  Headquarters . 

C. 

Chief  Quartermaster  of  the  Department. 

Directs  the,  to  so  distribute  funds  that  the  properly  incurred  indebt¬ 
edness  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  may  be  promptly  and 
regularly  paid . 

Civil  Employes. 

Directs  reduction  of,  in  Quartermaster’s  Department,  and  rates  of  pay 

If  necessary  to  increase  force  of,  in  Quartermaster's  Depaitment,  ap¬ 
plication  must  be  made  to  Department  Headquartirs  for  authority.. 

Reduces  and  fixes,  of  Quartermaster’s  Department  at  certain  posts, 
and  their  monthly  rates  of  pay . 

Orders  discharge  of.  of  Quartermaster’s  Department  at  certain  posts... 

Directs  that  the,  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  be  paid  as  soon 
after  the  end  of  each  month  as  funds  are  available  for  the  purpose... 
Commanding  Officers  of  Posts. 

Defines  duties  of,  in  regard  to  providing  for  payment  of  indebtedness 

of  Quartermaster’s  Department  payable  at  their  posts . 

Communication. 

Prescribes  channels  of,  for  a  Company  Commander  in  making  applica¬ 
tion  for  the  reduction  of  a  non-oommissioned  officer  of  his  company 
on  detached  duty  at  a  battalion  or  post  headquarters . 
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Company  Artificers  and  Wagoners. 

Directs  that,  be  employed,  as  far  as  practicable,  as  mechanics  and 
teamsters,  in  Quartermaster’s  Department,  in  lieu  of  extra  duty  men  2 

Company  Commander. 

Prescribes  channels  of  communication  for  a,  in  making  application 
for  the  reduction  of  a  non-commissioned  officer  of  his  company  on 

detached  duty  at  a  battalion  or  post  headquarters . .  6 

Courts  of  Inquiry. 

Directs  that  the  full  uniform  prescribed  by  Army  Regulations  be  worn 
by  members  of,  when  in  session,  and  by  officers  appearing  as  coun¬ 
sel,  and  all  officers  and  enlisted  men  appearing  as  witnesses .  43 

Directs  that  Judge  Advocates  of,  when  in  session,  wear  the  Regula¬ 
tion  undress  uniform .  43 

Accused  persons  before,  to  wear  full  Regulation  uniform,  but  without 

side  arms . 43 

Promulgates  proceedings  of, .  58 


D. 


Discharged. 

Directs  civil  employes  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  at  certain 

posts  to  be . . . 

Dissolved. 


The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  by  virtue 
of  paragraph  V  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  138,  series  of  1873 
The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Randall.  D.  T.,  by 

virtue  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  265,  series  of  1873 . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  by 

virtue  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  14.  current  series . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T„  by  virtue 
of  paragraph  II  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  228,  series  of 

1873 . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  by 
virtue  of  paragraph  II  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  256, 

series  of  1873 . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T„  by 

virtue  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  18,  current  series . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.,  by 

virtue  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  16,  current  series . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  by  virtue 
of  paragraph  I  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  228,  series  of  1873 
The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  by  virtue 
of  paragraph  III  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  252,  series  of 

1873 . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T„  by  virtue 

of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  7,  current  series . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Randall,  D.T.,  by  virtue 
of  paragraph  II  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  59,  current 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
by  virtue  of  paragraph  I  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  256, 

series  of  1873 . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.,  by 
virtue  of  paragraph  II  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  83,  cur¬ 
rent  series . 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  by  virtue 
of^para graph  II  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  240,  series  of 

The  General  Court  Martiai  convened  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  by  virtue 
of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  53,  current  series . 
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20 

22 

23 

24 
35 

38 


44 
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47 
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Dissolved. — Continued. 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Randall.  D.  T.,  by  virtue 
of  paragraph  I  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  108,  current 

series . . .  4 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  by  virtue 

of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  21,  current  series .  £ 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  by  virtue 
of  paragraph  II  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  54,  and  para¬ 
graphs  I  and  II  of  No.  75,  current  series .  5 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  by  virtue 
of  paragraph  III  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  117,  and 

Special  Orders  No.  132,  current  series .  £ 

The  Court  of  Inquiry  instituted  by  paragraph  III  of  Department 

Special  Orders  No.  125.  current  series .  5 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Snelling.  Minnesota,  by 
virtue  of  paragraph  VI  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  155, 

current  series .  ( 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  by  virtue  of 
paragraph  IV  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  176,  current  series,  6 
The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.T., 
by  virtue  of  paragraph  I  of  Department  Special  Orders  No  85, 

current  series .  6 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of 
paragraph  I  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  161,  current  series....  7 
The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  by  virtue 
of  paragraph  III  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  223,  current 

series .  7 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  by  virtue 

of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  51,  current  series .  7 

The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of 
paragraph  II  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  215,  current  series,.  7 
The  General  Court  Martial  convened  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  by 
virtue  of  paragraph  I  of  Department  Special  Orders  No.  220, 

current  series .  8 

District  Commanders. 

Of  the  Middle  and  Southern  Districts  referred  to  Department  General 
Orders  No.  64,  of  1869,  for  information  in  regard  to  their  duties 
and  power? .  5 


Estimates.  (See  Annual  Estimates.) 

Extra  Duty  Men. 

Directs  reduction  of,  in  Quartermaster’s  Department .  2 

If  necessary  to  increase  force  of,  in  Quartermaster’s  Department, 
application  must  be  made  to  Department  Headquarters  for  authori¬ 
ty .  2 

Company  Artificers  and  Wagoners  to  be  employed,  as  far  as  practica¬ 
ble,  as  mechanics  and  teamsters  in  Quartermaster’s  Department,  in 

lieu  of, .  2 

Of  Quartermaster’s  Department  to  be  paid  as  soon  after  the  end  of 
each  month  as  funds  are  available  for  the  purpose .  57 

F. 

Fuel. 

Issues  of  increased  allowance  of,  to  be  made  in  accordance  with 
War  Department  General  Orders  No.  18,  current  series .  21 

Funds. 

Regulates  distribution  of,  for  payment  of  indebtedness  of  Quarter¬ 
master’s  Department .  57 
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Funds.— Con  tinned. 

Regular  and  special  estimates  of,  for  payment  of  indebtedness  of  Quar¬ 
termaster’s  Department  at  posts,  etc.,  when,  how,  by  whom,  and  to 


whom  forwarded... 


kCCil.l.lllll.11,1 


Persons  on  trial  by,  to  wear  full  Regulation  uniform,  but  without 


. . 

j. 

43 

M. 


isssssas* , 

nthly  Rates  op  Pay.  (.See  Pay.) 

N. 


12 
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Directs  reduction  of  rates  of,  of  civil  employes  in  Quartermaster’s 

Department .  2 

Reduces  and  fixes  monthly  rates  of,  of  civil  employes  of  Quartermas¬ 
ter’s  Department  at  certain  posts .  7 

Post  Commanders. 

Directs,  to  see  certain  instructions  carried  out.  and  to  take  certain 
action  in  reference  to  reduction,  Ac.,  of  force  of  civil  employes  and 

extra  duty  men  in  Quartermaster’s  Department .  2 

Charges,  with  the  execution  of  certain  instructions  relative  to  reduc¬ 
ing.  fixing.  Ac.,  civil  employes  of  Quartermaster’s  Department,  and 

their  monthly  rates  of  pay . . .  7 

(See  Commanding  Officers  of  Posts.) 

Directs,  to  forward  annual  estimates  of  supplies  for  Quartermaster’s 

Department . ..._ .  70 

Directs,  to  cause  annual  requisitions  for  supplies  for  Subsistence  De¬ 
partment  to  be  made  and  forwarded .  71 

Directs,  to  make  certain  reports  in  regard  to  men  in  confinement  at 
their  posts  awaiting  trial  by  General  Courts  Martial .  78 


Post  Quartermasters. 

Regulates  remittances  of  funds  to,  and  others  concerned,  and  payment 
of  indebtedness  of  Quartermaster’s  Department  by .  57 


Q. 


Quartermaster’s  Department. 

Directs  reduction  of  civil  employes,  rates  of  pay,  and  of  extra  duty 
Reduces  and  fixes  civil  employes  of,  at  certain  posts,  and  their  monthly 


Orders  discharge  of  civil  employes  of,  at  certain  posts . 

Directs  certain  action  on  the  part  of  Commanding  Officers  of  posts  and 
officers  of  and  in  duty  in  the,  with  a  view  to  the  prompt  and  regular 
payment  of  all  properly  incurred  indebtedness  of  that  department; 
and  forbids  the  contraction  of  any  indebtedness  on  account  of,  with¬ 
out  authority  from  Department  Headquarters,  except  in  certain 
specified  emergencies . 


57 


R. 

Rates  of  Pay.  (See  Pay.) 

Regimental  Headquarters. 

Prescribes  channels  of  communication  fora  company  commander,  in 
making  application  to  his,  for  the  reduction  of  a  non-commissioned 
officer  of  his  company  on  detached  duty  at  a  battalion  or  post  head¬ 
quarters .  6 

Report. 

Directs  post  commanders  to  make  certain,  of  men  in  confinement  at 

their  posts,  awaiting  trial  by  General  Court  Martial . . .  78 

Requisitions.  (See  Annual  Requisitions.) 

Revoked. 

Department  General  Orders  No.  73,  series  of  1872 .  21 

Roster. 

Publishes,  for  the  information  of  the  command. 


76 
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Southern  District. 

Designates  posts  constituting  the,  the  headquarters  and  commander 
of. .  59 

Supplies.  (.See  Annual  Estimates.) 

(See  Annual  Requisitions.) 

U. 

Uniform. 

Prescribes  portion  of  Regulation,  to  he  worn  by  all  persons  concerned, 
during  sessions  of  General  Courts  Martial  and  Courts  of  Inquiry .  43 

W. 

Wagoners.  (See  Company  Artificers  and  Wagoners.) 

War  Department. 

In  obedience  to  requirements  of,  General  Orders  No.  1,  current  series, 
directs  reduction  of  civil  employes,  rates  of  pay,  and  of  extra 
duty  men  in  Quartermaster’s  Department .  2 

General  Orders  No.  18,  current  series,  to  govern  in  making  issues  of 
fuel . .  21 


General  Orders  No.  85  is  the  last  of  series  of  1874. 


INDEX  OF  NAMES 


A. 

Acting  Commissary  of  Subsistence  Fort  Randall 

C. 

Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs . 

Coulson,  S.  B . 

R. 


Rucker.  D.  H... 


INDEX  OF  SUBJECTS. 


A. 

Accounts  Current. 

Direct  that,  of  subsistence  funds  pertaining  to  fiscal  year  ending  June 

30th,  1874,  be  made  separate  after  that  date .  8 

Acting  Assistant  Subgkons. 

Publishes  decision  of  War  Department  that  that  Department  General 
Orders  No.  13,  current  series,  was  not  intended  to  be  applied  to,  and 
that  the  term  civilian  employes,  as  usually  employed  in  General 

Orders, does  not  apply  to .  3 

Acting  Commissaries  op  Subsistence. 

Directs  Commanding  Officers  of  posts  to  cause  their,  to  forward  to  the 
Chief  Commissary  of  Subsistence  of  the  Department,  at  specified 
dates,  certain  funds .  4 

Directs  Commanding  Officers  of  posts  to  cause  their,  to  pay  certain 
indebtedness  of  Subsistence  Department,  to  transfer  certain  funds 
to  the  Chief  Commissary  of  Subsistence  of  the  Department,  and  to 


forward  to  Department  Headquarters  certain  lists  and  certified 

accounts  of  indebtedness  of  that  department- .  8 

Act  op  Congress. 

Calls  attention  of  certain  officers  to  the  provisions  of  the,  of  June  16, 
1874,  in  reference  to  the  issue  of  certain  articles  of  old  pattern 
clothing .  10 


Advertising.  (.See  Newspapers.) 

Boards  op  Survey. 

Instructs  post  commanders  and  others  concerned  in  reference  to 
appointment,  &c.,  of,  to  receive,  &c.,  supplies  transported  by  Mis¬ 
souri  River  transportation  contractor .  6 


C. 

Chief  Commissary  op  Subsistence  op  the  Department. 

Directs  the  transfer  to  the,  of  certain  subsistence  funds .  4,  8 

Chief  Quartermaster  op  the  Department. 

Directs  the  transfer  to  the,  of  certain  public  funds .  9 


CIRCULARS — INDEX  OF  SUBJECTS. 
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Circular. 

Publishes  dcei-ion  of  War  Department  defining  status  as  to  forfeitures 
of  men  discharged  under  provisions  of  that  department,  of  June  23, 

1874 .  11 

Circular  Lktter  of  Instructions. 

Publishes  for  the  information  of  the  command,  from  the  Commissioner 
of  Indian  affairs  to  Indian  agents,  in  reference  to  the  course  to  be 
pursued  by  the  latter  to  restrain  and  punish  lawless  agency  Indians  13 
Civilian  Employf.s. 

Publishes  decision  of  War  Department  that  Acting  Assistant  Surgeons 
arc  not.  in  the  sense  in  which  the  term  is  usually  employed  in  Gen¬ 
eral  Orders . .  3 

Clothing. 

Calls  attention  of  certain  officers  to  the  Act  of  Congress  of  June  16, 
1874,  which  provides  for  the  issue  of  certain  articles  of  old  pattern, 

and  directs  that  such  articles  be  held  for  issue .  10 

Commanding  Officers  of  Posts. 

Directs,  to  cause  their  Acting  Commissaries  of  Subsistence  to  forward 
certain  subsistence  funds  to  the  Chief  Commissary  of  Subsistence  of 
the  Department . . .  4 

Directs,  to  cause  their  Acting  Commissaries  of  Subsistence  to  pay  cer¬ 
tain  indebtedness  of  the  Subsistence  Department,  to  transfer  cer¬ 
tain  funds  to  the  Chief  Commissary  of  Subsistence  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  to  forward  to  Department  Headquarters  certain  lists 
and  certified  accounts  of  indebtedness :  such  lists  and  accounts  to  be 


approved  by  them .  8 

Commissary  Sergeants.  (See  Post  Commissary  Sergeants.) 

Commissioned  Officers. 

Publishes  decision  of  W»r  Department  that  Acting  Assistant  Surgeons 
are  quasi-,  . 3 

Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 

Publishes  Circular  Letter  of  Instructions  from  the,  to  Indian  Agents, 
in  reference  to  the  course  to  be  pursued  by  the  latter  to  restrain  and 

punish  lawless  agency  Indians .  13 

Contract. 

Calls  the  attention  of  Post  Commanders  and  others  concerned  to  the 
requirements  of  Article  VIII  of  the,  of  the  Missouri  River  trans¬ 
portation  contractor .  6 

Courts  (Martial  ) 

Publishes  for  the  information  of  officers  serving  in  the  Department, 
instructions  for .  5 


D. 


Publishes,  of  War  Department  that  that  Department  General  Orders 
No.  13,  current  series,  was  not  intended  to  be  applied  to  Acting  As¬ 
sistant  Surgeons  ;  and  that  they  are  not  considered  civilian  employes 
in  the  sense  in  which  the  term  is  usually  employed  in  General  Orders, 

but  gnosi-commissioned  officers .  3 

Publishes,  of  War  Department  defining  status  as  to  forfeitures  of  men 
discharged  under  provision  of  that  department  circular  of  June  23, 


20  CIRCULARS-INDEX  OP  SUBJECTS. 

P. 

Forage.  (.See  Fuel,  Forage  and  Straw.) 

Forfeitures. 

Publishes  decision  of  War  Department,  defining  status  as  to,  of  men 
discharged  under  provisions  of  that  department  circular  of  June  23, 


Formula. 

Publishes,  for  the  record  of  proceedings  of  General  and  Garrison 

Courts  Martial . . 

Fuel,  Forage  and  Straw. 

Instructs  Post  Commanders  as  to  amounts  of,  to  be  received  for  service 
of  Quartermaster’s  Department  under  existing  contracts  for  current 
fiscal  year ;  and  directs  that  certain  reports  relative  to  such  supplies 
be  forwarded  to  Department  Headquarters . 


Directs  the  transfer  to  the  Chief  Commissary  of  Subsistence  of  the 

Department  of  certain  subsistence .  4 

Directs  the  transfer  to  the  Chief  Quartermaster  of  the  Department  of 
certain  public  (Quartermaster’s) . 


G. 


Garrison  Court  Martial. 

Publishes  formula  for  record  of  proceedings  of, . 

General  Courts  Martial. 

Publishes  formula  for  record  of  proceedings  of, . 

General  Orders. 

Publishes  decision  of  War  Department  that  that  Department,  No. 
13,  current  series,  was  not  intended  tobejapplied  to  Acting  Assistant 
Surgeons . 


Indian  Agents. 

Publishes  for  the  information  of  the  command,  Circular  Letter  of 
Instructions  from  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  to,  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  course  to  be  pursued  by  the  latter,  to  restrain  and  pun¬ 
ish  lawless  agency  Indians . 

Indians. 

Publishes  Circular  Letter  of  Instructions  from  the  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs  to  Indian  Agents,  in  reference  to  the  course  to  be  pur¬ 
sued  by  the  latter  to  restrain  and  punish  lawless  agency . 

Instructions.  (See  Circular  Letter  of  Instructions.) 

Instructions  for  Courts  and  Judge  Advocates. 

Publishes  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  officers  serving  in  the 
department, . 


J. 

Judge  Advocates. 

Publishes  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  officers  serving  in  the 
department,  instructions  for . 
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Monthly  Reports. 

Prescribes  channels  of  transmission  for,  of  Post  Commissary  Sergeants  1 


Newspapers. 

Announces  the  “  Sioux  Falls  Pantograph,"  as  placed  on  the  advertis¬ 
ing  list  of,  ofthe  War  Department .  2 

Announces  the  “  Bismarck  Tribune,"  as  placed  on  the  advertising  list 
of,  of  the  War  Department . . .  7 

P. 

Post  Commanders.  (.See  Commanding  Officers  of  Posts.) 


Calls  attention  of,  and  others  concerned,  to  Article  VIII  of  the  con¬ 
tract  of  the  Missouri  River  transportation  contractor,  providing  for 
Boards  of  Survey  to  receive.  &c.,  supplies  transported  hy  said  con¬ 
tractor,  and  instructs  in  reference  to  appointment  of  such  Boards...  6 

Instructs,  and  others  concerned, as  to  amounts  of  certain  regular 
supplies  of  Quartermaster’s  Department  to  he  received  under  exist¬ 
ing  contracts  for  current  fiscal  year;  and  directs  certain  reports 
relative  to  such  supplies  to  be  forwarded  to  Department  Head¬ 
quarters . 12 

Post  Commissary  Sergeants. 

Prescribes  channels  of  transmission  for  monthly  reports  of, .  1 

Publio  Funds. 

Directs  the  transfer  to  the  Chief  Quartermaster  of  the  Department  of 

certain, .  9 

Quartermaster’s  Department. 

Directs  the  transfer  to  the  Chief  Quartermaster  of  the  Department  of 
certain  public  funds  pertaining  to  appropriations  for,  and  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  certain  indebtedness  of, .  9 


Regular  Supplies. 

Instructs  Post  Commanders  and  others  concerned  as  to  amounts  of 
certain,  of  Quartermaster’s  Department  to  be  received  under  exist¬ 
ing  contracts  for  current  fiscal  year  ;  and  directs  that  certain  reports 
relative  to  such  supplies  be  forwarded  to  Department  Headquarters.  12 
Reports. 

Prescribes  channels  of  transmission  for  monthly,  of  Post  Commissary 


Directs  that  certain,  of  funds  required  for  the  discharge  of  indebted¬ 
ness  of  Quartermaster’s  Department  at  posts,  be  made  by  officers  of 
that  Department .  9 

S. 

Straw.  (See  Fuel,  Forage  and  Straw.) 

Subsistence  Department. 

Directs  certain  action  on  the  part  of  Post  Commanders  and  others 
with  a  view  to  the  payment  of  indebtedness  of  the .  8 

Subsistence  Funds. 

Directs  commanding  officers  of  posts  to  cause  their  Acting  Commis¬ 
saries  of  Subsistence  to  forward  to  the  Chief  Commissary  of  Sub¬ 
sistence,  at  specified  dates,  certain, .  4 


CIRCULARS-INDEX  OP  SUBJECTS. 


Subsistence  Funds.— Continued. 

Directs  the  transfer  by  Acting  Commissaries  of  Subsistence  to  the 
Chief  Commissary  of  Subsistence  of  the  Department  of  certain ; 
and  that  accounts  current  of,  pertaining  to  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30, 1874,  be  made  separate  after  that  date . 


Directs  the,  of  certain  Quartermaster’s  funds.... 


War  Department.  (See  Decisions.) 


Circular  No.  13  is  the  last  of  series  of  1874. 


(r.  C\  M 


Private  Anton  Mnl hr.  Company  “  I."  (iili  Inltinlrv. 


IIKAlXJl  ARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
tit.  Haul,  Minn.,  January  13,  1874. 

(  i  KX  Kit  A 1.  ORDERS  I 
No.  1.  i 

I  ...Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Foil  Buford, 
l>.  T..  by  virtue  of  paragraph  V.,  Special  Orders  No.  138,  series  of  1873, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  W.  ]{.  Hazen,  6th  Infantry, 
is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried : 

Private  Anion  Muller,  Company  “  1,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.’’ 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Anton  Muller,  Company  ‘I,’  Olh 
U.  S.  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same,  on  or  about  July  4,  1873,  and  did  re¬ 
main  so  absent  until  apprehended,  at  or  near  a  point  called  Dis¬ 
covery  Butte,  Dakota  Territory,  on  or  about  July  11,  1873,  for 
which  apprehension  Thirty  Dollar's  (530.00)  reward  was  paid. 
This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  July  4th,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 


Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Anton  Muller,  Company  ‘I,’  Olh 
U.  S.  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  and  mounted  as  a 
member  of  the  Post  Guard,  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T..  and  placed  in 


charge  of  lour  general  prisoners  at  work,  did  permit  and  assii-t 
said  prisoners  to  escape  and  abscond  himself  with  them.  This 
at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  July  4,  1873. 

Charge  III. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of' good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 


Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Anion  Muller.  Company  ‘I,’  6th 
U.  S.  Infantry,  did,  on  July  4,  1873,  feloniously  take,  steal  and 
carry  away  and  appropriate  to  his  own  use,  one  ( 1 )  Springfield 
B.  L.  R.  Musket,  model  1868,  one  (1)  complete  sot  of  Infantiy 
Equipments,  (ordinary,)  and  twenty-five  (25)  metallic  ball  cai- 
tridges,  amounting  in  value  to  twenty-six  dollars  and  twenty 
nine  cents,  (§26.29)  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  lor 
which  Captain  E.  R.  Ames,  6th  Infantry  is  responsible.  All  this 
at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  July  4,  1873. 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 
“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

Tne  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


Charge  1. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.-’ 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty. 


Ol'  the  SpsciJic  i'iQii, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty. 

Charge  III. 
“Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Anton  Muller.  Com¬ 
pany  ‘I,’  6th  United  States  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  State*  at; 
jtay  and  allowances  that  are  or  may  become  due  him,  except  the  just  due*  of  the 
Laundress,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  place  as  the  Depa  rtment  Com¬ 
mander  may  direct,  for  five  (5)  years,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged. 


11.. .The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Anton  Midler,  Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  prison  at  Still¬ 
water,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

111.. .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T- 
by  virtue  of  paragraph  V,  Special  Orders  No.  138,  series  of  1873,  from 
these  headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  W.  B.  Hazen,  6th  Infantry,  is 
President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


By  Command  ok  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

.  1  ssistant  A  d intantCevemi. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry ,  .1.  It.  C 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 


St.  Paid,  Minn.,  January  16.  1874. 

i  >  kxerai.  Orders  • 

No.  2. 

In  obedience  to  the  requirements  of  War  Department,  General  Orders 
No.  1,  current  series,  the  Department  Commander  directs  that  the  following 
reductions  of  the  civil  employees,  rates  of  pay,  and  of  extra  duty  nn  u  in 
the  Quartermaster’s  Department,  shall  take  effect  at  the  several  posts  in 
this  Department  on  the  first  proximo,  or  so  soon  thereafter  as  this  order 
is  received. 

Post  Commanders  will  see  that  these  instructions  are  carried  out. 

Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced 
so  as  not  to  exceed  seventeen. 

Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  re¬ 
duced  so  as  not  to  exceed  twenty. 

The  civilian  agent  and  all  civilian  teamsters  except  six,  to  be  dis¬ 
charged. 

Fort  Benton,  M.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as 
not  to  exceed  seven. 

Camp  Baker,  M.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as 
not  to  exceed  six. 

Fort  Buford,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as 
not  to  exceed  twenty-two. 

Cheyenne  Agency,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced 
so  as  not  to  exceed  eleven. 

Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as  not 
to  exceed  seventeen. 

Lower  Brule  Agency,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced 
so  as  not  to  exceed  eight. 


(.'amp  Hancock,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so 
as  not  to  exceed  three. 

(Jrand  River  Agency,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced 
so  as  not  to  exceed  ten. 

Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as 
not  to  exceed  twelve. 

Fort  Randall,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as 
not  to  exceed  fifteen, 

Fort  Ripley,  Minn.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as 
not  to  exceed  fourteen. 

Fort  Rice,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as  not 
to  exceed  seventeen. 

Fort  Snelling,  Minn.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as 
not  to  exceed  fourteen. 

Fort  Seward,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as 
not  to  exceed  ten. 

The  civilian  clerk  to  be  discharged. 

Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as  not 
to  exceed  twenty. 

Fort  Sujlv,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as  not 
to  exceed  twenty-three. 

Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  ?o  as 
not  to  exceed  fourteen. 

Fort  Totten,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so  as  not 
to  exceed  seventeen. 

Fort  Wadsworth,  D.  T.  The  number  of  extra  duty  men  to  be  reduced  so 
as  not  to  exceed  twelve. 

Chief  Quartermaster’s  Office,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

One  Chief  Clerk  to  be  allowed  $150  per  month.  The  rate  of  com¬ 
pensation  of  the  other  authorized  Clerks  shall  not  exceed  $125  per 
month  each. 

The  authorized  company  artificers  and  wagoners,  will  be  employed 
as  mechanics  and  teamsters  at  their  respective  posts  so  far  as  practicable 
in  lieu  of  extra  duty  men. 

Post  Commanders  will  make  such  further  reduction,  both  in  the  force 
of  civil  employees  and  extra  duty  men,  from  time  to  time  as  the  nature  of 


the  service  will  admit;  and  should  the  exigencies  of  the  service  demand 
any  increase  in  such  force,  application  will  be  made  to  these  headquarters 
for  the  necessary  authority. 


By  C  ommand  o:-  Brigawer  Genera r.  Terry. 


O.  D.  G  REUSE. 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  .1.  L>.  L. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  John  Lee,  Company  “G,”  22d  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Farrell  McNulty,  Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry. 

3.  Private  William  Stevens,  Company  “G,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  17,  1874. 

Generai.  Orders  1 
No.  3. 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  265,  series  of  1873,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis,  22d  Infantry, 
is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  John  Lee,  Company  “G,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — -“Violation  of  the  50tli  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Lee,  Company  ‘G,’  22d 
Infantry,  being  regularly  detailed  and  mounted  on  the  post  guard 
at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  did  quit  said  guard  without  permission 
from  proper  authority.  All  this  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  7th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 
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Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Private  John  Lee, 

Company  “G,”  22d  Infantry. 

2d.  Private  Farrell  McNulty ,  Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Farrell  McNulty,  Company 
‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  perform 
the  duties  required  of  him  as  a  member  of  a  party  engaged  in 
whitewashing  the  quarters  of  his  company.  This  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  the  said  Private  Farrell  McNulty, 
Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  while  being -conducted  to  the 
pest  guard-house  as  a  prisoner,  offer  resistance  to,  refuse  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with,  and  make  his  escape  from,  Corporal  Pierson  M.  Har¬ 
wood,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  in  whose  custody  he  was,  say¬ 
ing,  ‘  I  won’t  go ;  and  kiss  my - ,’  or  words  to  that  effect,  the 

said  Corporal  Pierson  M.  Harwood,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry, 
being  at  the  time  in  the  execution  of  his  office.  This  at  Fort 
Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  the  said  Private  Farrell  McNulty, 
Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  upon  being  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant 
Jabez  S.  Smith,  Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  to  proceed  quietly  as  a 
prisoner  to  the  post  guard-house,  in  the  custody  of  Corporal  Pier¬ 
son  M.  Harwood,  Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  refuse  and  fail 
to  obey  said  order,  and  did  thereupon  run  away  and  evade  arrest, 
saying,  ‘  Go  to  hell,  Smith,’  or  words  to  that  effect,  the  said  1st 
Sergeant  Jabez  S.  Smith,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  being  at 
the  time  in  the  execution  of  his  office.  This  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

Specification  IV. — “In  this:  that  lie,  the  said  Private  Farrell  McNulty, 
Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  having  been  arrested  by  Sergeant 
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Richard  Fletcher,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  repeatedly 
make  his  escape  from  and  refuse  to  submit  himself  to  the  custody 
of  the  said  Sergeant  Richard  Fletcher,  Company  1  B,’  22d  Infan¬ 
try,  he  being  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  in  charge  of  an  armed 
party,  attempting  to  confine  the  said  Private  Farrell  McNulty, 
Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  in  the  post  guard-house,  by  proper 
authority.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day 
of  November,  1873.” 


Specification  V. — “In  this:  that  he,  the  said  Private  Farrell  McNulty, 
Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  having  made  his  escape  from  an 
armed  party  sent  to  effect  his  arrest,  and  being  ordered  by  1st 
Sergeant  Jabez  S.  Smith,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  to  whom 
he  had  surrendered  himself,  to  go  to  the  post  guard-house  as  a 
prisoner,  with  Corporal  Pierson  M.  Harwood,  Company  *  B,’  22d 
Infantry,  did  refuse  and  neglect  to  obey  said  order,  saying,  ‘  I  • 
wont  go  with  Harwood,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort 
Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  4th  Specification, 
To  the  oth  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  c 
is  follows: 


,  finds  the  accused 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  4th  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  5th  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Farrell  McNulty, 
Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  four  (4)  months,  and  to  he  con¬ 
fined  in  charge  of  the  guard,  at  hard  labor,  for  the  same  period.” 

3d.  Private  William  Stevens,  Company  “G,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  50th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  William  Stevens,  Company  ‘G,’ 
22d  Infantry,  being  regularly  detailed  and  mounted  on  the  post 
guard  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  did  quit  said  guard,  remove  his 
accoutrements,  and  visit  the  post  trader’s  store,  without  permission 
from  proper  authority.  All  this  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  7th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘quit  said  guard 
and  visit  the  post  trader’s  store,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  hut  Guilty  of  conduct  preju¬ 

dicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  Stevens, 
Company  “  G,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  dol¬ 
lars  ($5.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  for  one  (1)  month,  and  to  be  confined  in 
charge  of  the  guard  for  twenty  (20)  days.” 

II... The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
John  Lee,  Company  “G,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders  have 
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already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restoration 
to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Farrell  McNulty,  Company  “  B,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved.  Up¬ 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Court,  the  sentence  is  mitigated  to  a 
forfeiture  of  ten  ( 10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  one  month.  He 
will  he  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  William  Stevens,  Company  “G,”  22d 
Infantry,  the  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  are  approved.  In 
view  of  the  length  of  time  the  prisoner  has  been  in  confinement,  the 
sentence  is  remitted.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored 
to  duty. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Bandall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  'Orders  No.  265,  series  of  1873,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis,  22d  Infan¬ 
try,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official,  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain,  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Francis  P.  McElroy,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  James  Doyle,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

3.  Corporal  R.  B.  Dickenson,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  19,  1874. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  4.  I 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  3,  Special  Orders  No.  252,  current 

series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  George  L. 

Tyler,  2d  Cavalry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Francis  P.  McElroy,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Francis  P.  McElroy,  Company 
‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  did  feloniously  steal,  take,  and  carry  away,  or 
was  one  of  a  party  who  did  feloniously  steal,  take,  and  carry 
away,  with  intent  to  convert  to  his  own  use  and  benefit,  from 
the  quarters  of  Company  ‘A.’  7th  Infantry,  one  (1)  woolen 
blanket,  the  property  of  Private  John  Kelly,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T..  on  or  about  the  7th  day 
of  October,  1873.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Francis  P.  Mc- 
Elroy,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under 
charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  six  (6)  months,  to  forfeit  all  pay  and 
allowances  that  may  be  now  due  or  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of 
the  laundress  for  the  same  period,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged 
the  service." 

2d.  Private  James  Doyle,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  54th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  Doyle,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  maliciously  set  fire  to  the  dwelling  house  of 
Isaac  Crabtree,  situated  on  or  near  Flat  Head  Pass  Creek,  Gal¬ 
latin  County,  Montana,  thereby  causing  the  destruction  of  said 
dwelling  house.  All  this  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  August, 
1873,  at  or  near  the  place  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Doyle, 
Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge 


_ 
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of  the  guard  at  the  poet  where  his  Company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period 
of  one  (1)  year,  wearing  a  ball  weighing  twelve  (12)  pounds  attached  to  his 
left  leg  by  a  chain  four  (4)  feet  long,  to  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now 
due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  then 
to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service.” 


3d.  Corporal  R,  B.  Dickenson,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili¬ 
tary  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Corporal  R.  B.  Dickenson,  Company 
‘A,’  7th  Infantry,  being  present  with  a  party  of  soldiers  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘A,’  7th  Infantry,  at  or  near  Flat  Head  Pass  Creek,  Gal¬ 
latin  County,  Montana,  did  permit  one  or  more  of  said  soldiers 
to  set  fire  to  the  dwelling  house  of  Isaac  Crabtree,  and  did  neglect 
to  take  the  necessary  measures  to  put  out  or  prevent  the  fire  from 
destroying  the  said  dwelling  house.  All  this  at  or  near  the  place 
above  mentioned,  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  August,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Corporal  R.  B.  Dicken¬ 
son,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Francis  P.  McElroy,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry,  and  James 
Doyle,  Company  “A,”  7tli  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences 
will  be  duly  executed. 
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The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Corporal  R.  B. 
Dickenson ,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders  have 
already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  arrest  and  restoration  to  duty. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Patrick  Dillon,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Robert  Dougal,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  20,  1874. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  5.  )' 

l... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  bv  virtue  of  paragraph  2,  Special  Orders  No.  256, 
series  of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L. 
Crittenden,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Patrick  Dillon,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  Private  Patrick  Dillon,  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did,  without  permission  from  proper  authority, 
absent  himself  from  his  company  and  post,  and  cross  the  Red 
River  towards  the  village  of  McCauleyville,  Minn.,  on  the  9th 
day  of  November,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  Private  Patrick  Dillon,  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did,  without  permission  from  proper  authority, 
absent  himself  from  his  company  and  post  after  tattoo  roll  call, 
November  21st,  1873,  and  remain  absent  until  arrested  and  brought 
back  by  the  Corporal  of  the  Guard,  between  the  hours  of  10  and 
12  o’clock  p.  m.  All  this  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  the 
dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge.  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Dillon, 
Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  one  month.” 

2d.  Private  Robert  Dpugal,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Robert  Dowgal,  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did,  without  proper  authority,  absent  himself  from 
his  company  and  post,  and  cross  the  Red  River.  This  on  or 
about  the  22d  of  November,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  44th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Robert  Dougal,  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  having  been  detailed  by  the  proper  authority  for 
guard  duty,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and  post,  and 
did  fail  to  appear  at  the  time  fixed  for  guard  mounting,  and  did 
remain  absent  until  arrested  in  the  town  of  McCauleyville, 
Minn.,  between  the  hours  of  10  A.  M.  and  12  M.,  on  the  22d 
of  November,  1873.  All  this  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  and 
McCauleyville,  Minn.,  on  the  dates  above  mentioned.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 

To  the  Charge, 
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Charge  n. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
i  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Robert  Dougal, 
Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  two  months,  and  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor  for  the  same  period.” 

II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Patrick  Dillon  and  Robert  Dougal,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infan¬ 
try,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Private 
Dillon  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

Captain  3 d  Infantry ,  A.  D.  C. 


III.  VD^lWRTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  5,  1874. 

(Ikneuvi..  Orders,  > 

No  <>.  i 

Hereafter,  any  communication  from  a  Company  Commander  serving 
in  this  command  to  his  Regimental  headquarters,  relative  to  the  reduction 
of  a  non-commissioned  officer  of  his  company  on  detatehed  duty  at  a  bat¬ 
talion  or  post  headquarters,  must  he  forwarded  through  tin;  headquarters 
at  which  the  non-commissioned  officer  may  he  serving. 


1$Y  <  OVtMAS'O  OK  BulOADlKK  CrENKKU,  TERRY 


1),  GREEN K, 

AxsirtmU.  Adjutant  tlenetal. 


<  4tf>tain  Hit  /n/aidry,  .1.  />.  t .. 


1 1 KA 1 K )\ i A  BTEKS  ]  >KI*A RTM  KNT  OF  1>A KOTA . 

St.  Paul.  Minn..  February  0,  1874. 

liKMBHAI,  OlUiKRK, 

No.  7.  '  i 

In  obedience  to  the  requirements  of  General  <  trders  No.  I.  current 

series,  headquarter-  Military  Division  ol'  the  Missouri,  the  civil  em¬ 
ployees  of  tlie  Quartermaster’s  Department,  and  their  monthly  rate  of 

pay  at  the  several  posts  named  herein,  are  reduced  and  fixed  as  follows  : 

Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  one  *  I  )  storekeeper  and  agent  at  $100  ;  one  ll 
Trainmaster  at  $50;  one  (1  t  Blacksmith  at  $05;  one  (1  i  principal 
herder  at  $50 ;  28  herders  at  $25. 

Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  one  (If  Clerk  at  $100  ;  one  ( I  i  Interpreter 
at  $50 ;  one  (1 )  Blacksmith  at  $65. 

Fort  Buford,  1).  T.,  one  1)  Clerk  at  $100  :  one  >  1  ‘  Blacksmith  at  $05; 
one  (1)  Interpreter  at  $50. 

Cheyenne  Agency,  D.  T..  one  i  1 )  Blacksmith  at  $05;  one  ( I  i  Interpreter 
at  $50. 

Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  one  ( I  )  Clerk  at  $100  ;  one  (1 )  Blacksmith  at  $75. 

Fort  Pembina,  I).  T.,  one  (1)  Blacksmith  at  $65. 

Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  one  (1)  Blacksmith  at  $65  ;  one  (1)  Engineer  at  $100; 
one  (1)  Interpreter  at  $50. 

Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  one  (1)  Clerk  at  $100  :  one  (1)  Blacksmith  at  $65;  one 
(1)  Interpreter  at  $50. 

Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  (post)  one  (1)  Blacksmith  at  $65. 

Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  (clothing  depot!  one  Clerk  at  $00:  .me  (1)  Packer 
at  $40. 

Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  <>ne  (1)  Blacksmit  h  at  $65. 

F»rt  Shaw,  M.  T.,  one  (1)  Clerk  at  $100;  one  (1)  Telegraph  Operator  at 
$100  ;  one  (1)  Blacksmith  at  $75;  one  (1)  Guide  and  Interpreter 
at  $50. 


Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  one  (1)  Blacksmith  at  $65;  one  (1)  Interpreter  at  $56. 
Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.,  one(l)  Blacksmith  at  $65;  one  {1)  Interprets 
at  $50. 

Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  one  (1)  Blacksmith  at  $65;  one  (1)  Interpreter  at  $56. 
Sioux  City,  Iowa.,  one  (1)  Clerk  at  $125;  one  (1)  messenger  and  watch¬ 
man  at  $40. 

The  civil  employees  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  named  posts  are  hereby  discharged,  viz :  Fort  Benton  and  Camp  Baker. 
M.  T.,  Grand  River  and  i/ower  Brule  Agencies,  D.  T.,  Fort  Ripley,  Minn.. 
Camp  Hancock  and  Fort  Wadsworth,  D.  T. 

This  order  will  take  effect  at  once,  and  Post  Commanders  are.  charged 
with  its  execution  within  their  respective  commands. 

No  increase  in  the  number  of  employees  or  in  their  rates  of  compen¬ 
sation  will  be  sanctioned  except  uprn  authority  from  these  headquarters. 
Post  Commanders  will,  however,  make  such  further  reductions  as  the 
exigencies  of  the  service  will  admit. 


By  Command  oe  Brigadier  General  Terry 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Gupta  in  3d  Infantry,  A.  I)  (,. 


o.  c.  m 


Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Company  “K,”  17  th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  7,  1874. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  8.  r 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  228,  series  of 

1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  .J.  Dickey, 

22d  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried : — 

Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Company  “K,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I.— “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Company 
‘K,’  17th  Infantry,  did  assault  and  throw  down  Corporal  Thomas 
Kelly  of  the  same  company  and  regiment,  inflicting  upon  said 
Kelly  a  serious  injury,  to  wit:  laceration  of  the  scrotum,  the  said 
Corporal  Kelly  being  at  the  time  in  the  execution  of  his  office, 
attempting  to  confine  said  Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell  for  disorder¬ 
ly  conduct  in  the  quarters  of  his  Company.  This  at  Cheyenne 
Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  October  8,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘K,’  17th  Infantry,  did  load  a  musket  and  assault  there¬ 
with  Corporal  Thomas  Kelly  of  the  same  company  and  regiment, 
with  intent  to  kill  Corporal  Kelly,  said  Corporal  Kelly  being  at 
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the  time  in  the  execution  of  his  office  endeavoring  to  confine  said 
Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell,  for  disorderly  conduct  in  the  quarters 
of  his  Company.  This  at  Cheyenne  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
Octobers,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the 
accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,"  Private  Leander  B.  Stoyell, 
Company  “  K,”  17th  Infantry. 


II... The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
Leander  B.  Stoyell,  Company  “  K,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  John  L.  Allen,  Company  “A,”  22d  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Henry  Smith,  Company  “  I,”  22d  Infantry. 

3.  Private  John  Reardon,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Robert  Hilliard,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry. 

5.  Private  Michael  Burnell,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry, 

6.  Private  Luke  Clougher,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OE  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  8,  1874. 

G  eneral  Orders } 

No.  9.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  228,  series  of 
1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Standby, 
22d  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  John  L.  Allen,  Company  “A,”  22d  Infantry. 


Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  L.  Allen,  Company  ‘A,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  desert  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  did 
remain  absent  therefrom  until  apprehended  at  or  near  White 
Swan,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  July  19,  1873.  This  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  July,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  confirms  the  plea 
of  the  accused. 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  L.  Allen, 
Company  “  A,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  notv  due  or  to  become 
due,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard  for  three  (3)  years, 
and  at  the  end  of  that  period  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the 
United  States.” 

2d.  Private  Henry  Smith,  Company  “I,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Henry  Smith,  Company  ‘I,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  maliciously  strike  and  pierce  the  udder  of  a 
cow  with  the  tines  of  a  pitchfork,  thereby  intending  to  destroy 
said  cow,  the  property  of  1st  Lieutenant  William  Conway,  22d 
Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of 
November,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Henry  Smith, 
of  Company  “I,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  foifeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 


dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  ten  months,  and  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard  for  three  months.” 


3d.  Private  John  Reardon,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline  ” 

Specification  I. — “In  this :  that  lie,  Private  John  Reardon,  Company  ‘.K,’ 
22d  Regiment  of  Infantry,  did  enter  the  squad  room  of  Sergeant 
Robert  Hannold,  Company  ‘K,’  22d  Infantry,  while  slightly  un¬ 
der  the  influence  of  liquor,  and  commence  a  quarrel  with  Private 
Garrity,  of  Company  ‘  K,’  and  upon  being  ordered  by  Sergeant 
Hannold  to  stop  his  noise  and  abuse,  did  reply  in  words  to  wit : 

‘I  won’t  stop  for  you,  you  damned  son  of  a  b - ;  you  can’t 

make  me,  Goddamn  you;  you  are  a  cowardly  son  of  ah - , 

and  a  deserter  from  the  16th  Infantry;  Hannold,  you  God  damn¬ 
ed  son  of  a  b - ,  I  can  lick  you  if  you  come  out.’  ” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  it  being  necessary  for  Sergeant  Hannold 
to  go  to  the  guard-house  for  a  file  of  the  guard,  for  the  purpose 
of  arresting  Private  John  Reardon  for  mutinous  conduct  in  the 
squad  room  of  Sergeant  Hannold,  he  ( Reardon )  did  throw  off  his 
coat,  roll  up  his  sleeves,  and  pursue  him,  (Hannold),  cursing  him 
and  threatening  him  with  personal  violence,  striking  at  him 
several  times.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Reardon,  Company 
‘K,’  22d  Infantry,  when  the  sergeant  of  the  guard,  (Patrick  Duffy 
a  sergeant  of  Company  ‘E,’  22d  Infantry, )  attempted  to  confine 
him,  did  offer  violent  resistance  to  the  guard,  so  as  to  render  it 
necessary  for  the  sergeant  of  the  guard  at  Fort  Sully,  I).  T.,  to 
use  forcible  measures  to  enforce  discipline.” 

Specification  IV. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Reardon,  Company 
‘K,’  22d  Infantry,  did  accost  Sergeant  Robert  Hannold  from  the 
window  of  the  guard-house  several  hours  after  his  ( Reardon’s ) 
confinement,  saying  in  words  to  wit :  ‘  Hannold,  you  son  of  a 

b - ;  I’ll  get  square  with  you  for  this;  you  can  kiss  my - , 

God  damn  you,  and  tell  Captain  Ilooton  he  can  do  the  same 
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thing.’  All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  the  19th  day  of  Novem¬ 
ber,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words  ‘slightly,’  and 
‘and  commence  a  quarrel  with  Private  Garrity,  of  Company  ‘K.’” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  word  ‘mutinous.’” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.”' 

To  the  4th  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge.  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  word  ‘mutinous,’ 
and  substitute  therefor  the  word  ‘disorderly.’” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  4th  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Reardon, 
of  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge 
of  the  guard,  for  two  months,  carrying  a  log  of  wood  weighing  30  pounds,  tiro 
hours  on  and  two  hours  off,  between  ‘ reveille'  and  'tattoo,'  allowing  one  half 
hour  three  times  per  day  for  meals,  and  to  forfeit  eleven  dollars  per  month  of 
his  monthly  pay  for  ten  months .” 

4th.  Private  Robert  Hilliard,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Robert  Hilliard,  Company 
‘K,’  22d  Infantry,  did  commence  a  disturbance  in  the  mess  hall 
of  Company  ‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  at  the  hour  of  dinner,  and  abused 
one  of  the  kitchen  police,  throwing  a  plate  at  his  head.” 


Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he.  Private  Robert  Hilliard,  Company 
‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  while  behaving  in  -a  violent  and  disorderly 
manner,  in  the  mess  hall  of  his  company,  when  ordered  bv  ( 'or- 
poral  Hugh  Curry,  ( 'ompanv  ‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  to  desist  from 
his  disorderly  conduct,  did  refuse  to  obey  such  order,  replying  to 
the  corporal  in  words  to  wit:  ‘You  son-of-a-b - ,  there’s  a  ser¬ 

geant  in  charge  of  the  kitchen  instead  of  you thereupon  the 
corporal  attempting  to  enforce  his  orders,  Private  Hilliard  jumped 
upon  the  table,  and  struck  at  him  several  times.” 

Specification  III.— “In  this:  that  when  a  file  of  the  post  guard,  at  Fort 
Sully,  under  charge  of  a  corporal,  (Albert  P.  Granger,  Company 
‘K,’  22d  Infantry),  entered  his  room  to  arrest  and  confine  him, 
he,  Private  Robert  Hilliard,  Company  ‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  seized  a 
poker,  and  did  threaten  the  guard  with  violence,  saying  in  words 
to  wit :  ‘I  wont  go  until  I  get  satisfaction;’  that  he  then  struck 
the  corporal  of  the  guard,  Corporal  Albert  P.  Granger,  Company 
‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  with  his  fist  repeatedlv,  inflicting  severe  injuries 
upon  his  face,  cutting  his  nose  and  lip,  and  attempting  to  wrest 
his  musket  from  him;  then  threw  the  corporal  of  the  guard  back¬ 
ward  upon  a  bunk  in  the  squad  room,  and  continued  to  strike  him 
until  the  other  members  of  the  guard  rescued  him  (the  corporal) 
by  force.” 

Specification  TV. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Robert  Hilliard,  Company 
‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  while  being  conveyed  to  the  guard-house,  again 
attacked  the  corporal  of  the  guard,  (Corporal  Albert  P.  Granger, 
Company  ‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,)  furiously  striking  him  in  the  face 
.  several  times,  until  overpowered  and  knocked  down.  All  this  at 
Fort  Sully,  I).  T.,  on  the  20th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  .as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  .id  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘seized  a 
poker,  and  did  threaten  the  guard  with  violence,  saying  in  words  to  wit: 
‘  I  wont  go  until  I  get  satisfaction ;  that  he  then ;’  also  the  words,  ‘  re¬ 
peatedly,  inflicting  severe  injuries  upon  his  face,  cutting  his  nose  and 
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lip,  and  attempting  to  wrest  his  musket  from  him,  then  threw  the  cor¬ 
poral  of  the  guard  backward  upon  a  bunk  in  the  squad  room,  and  con¬ 
tinued  to  strike  him,  until  the  other  members  of  the  guard  rescued  him 
(the  corporal)  by  force.’” 

To  the  4th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘his  head,’ 
and  substitute  therefor  the  word,  ‘  him.’  ” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘several 
times.’  ” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘repeatedly, 
inflicting  severe  injuries  upon  his  face,  cutting  his  nose  and  lip,  and  at¬ 
tempting  to  wrest  his  musket  from  him  also  the  words,  ‘  and  continued 
to  strike  him.’  ” 

Of  the  4th  Specification,  “  Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘several  times, 
until  overpowered  and  knocked  down.’  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

SENTENCE. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Robert  Hilliard, 
Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  wearing  a  ball  and  chain,  until  the  expiration,  of  his  term  of  service, 
September  6th,  1874,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  and  drummed, 
out  of  the  service,  forfeiting  to  the  United  States  all  pay  which  may  hereafter 
become  due  him.” 

5th.  Private  Michael  Burnell,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  while  Corporal  Hugh  Curry,  Company 
‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  was  engaged  in  quelling  a  disturbance  raised 
bv  Private  Robert  Hilliard  in  the  mess  hall  of  Company  ‘K,’ 


he,  Private  Michael  Burnell,  Company  1 K,’  22d  Infantry,  did 
offer  personal  violence  to  and  attempt  to  intimidate  said  corporal 
while  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  by  seizing  both  arms  of  the 
corporal  from  behind.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Michael  Burnell.  Company 
‘K,’  22d  Infantry,  while  holding  the  arms  of  Corporal  Hugh 
Curry  pinioned  behind,  and  while  Private  Robert  Hilliard  was 
striking  at  him,  did  say  to  the  corporal  in  words  to  wit:  ‘You 

son  of  b - ,  what  have  you  got  to  say  to  Hilliard  ?  if  you  want 

anything  I’ll  give  it  to  you,  you  son  of  a  b - ;  I’m  a  citizen  on 

pass  I’ll  have  you  understand  and  you  have  nothing  to  do  with 


Spccitication  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Michael  Burnell,  Company 
‘K,’  22d  Infantry,  seeing  Corporal  Hugh  Curry  going  towards 
the  quarters  of  the  Company  Commander,  shouted  after  him  in 

words  to  wits  ‘Come  back  here,  you  son  of  a  b - .’  All  this  at 

Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  the  20th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words  ‘pinioned  be¬ 
hind,  and  while  Private  Hilliard  was  striking  at  him.’” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Burnell, 
Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  he  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
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the  guard,  for  six  months,  and  to  forfeit  twelve  dollars  per  month  of  his 
monthly  pay,  for  ten  months." 

6th.  Private  Luke  Clouyher,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Luke  Clouyher,  private,  Company  ‘K,’ 
22d  Infantry,  after  the  Company  was  notified  by  the  1st  Sergeant, 
( William  II.  Davis),  that  no  enlisted  man  would  be  allowed  to 
appro  ach  the  Company  Commander  without  having  first  obtained 
permission  from  the  1st  Sergeant,  did  willfully  disobey  said  order 
and  go  to  the  quarters  of  his  Captain  for  the  purpose  of  present¬ 
ing  a  liquor  order  for  his  signature  without  having  obtained  the 
permission  of  his  1st  Sergeant.” 

Specif;  i1 ion  II.— “In  this:  that  he,  Luke  Clouyher,  private,  Company 
‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  did  feloniously  attempt  to  pass,  and  obtain 
liquor  from  the  post  trader,  on  a  forged  order  and  over  the  forged 
signature  of  Colonel  I).  S.  Stanley,  the  Post  Commander,  in 
words  to  wit:  ‘Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  November  17th,  1873:  Post 
Trader,  let  bearer  have  one  ( 1 )  bottle  of  brandy.  D.  S.  Stanley, 
Col.  22d  Infantry,  com’dg  post.’  All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on 
the  17th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  its  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  Find  the  facts  as  stated,  but  attach  no  crim¬ 
inality  thereto. 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty,” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Luke  Clougher, 
Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard  one  month,  and  to  forfeit  eleven  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  per 
month  for  three  months.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  John  L.  Allen,  Company  “A,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  ease  of  Private  Henry  Smith,  Com¬ 
pany  “  I,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved.  The  evidence  in  this  case  is 
insufficient  to  show  that  the  injury  to  the  animal  was  inflicted  bv  the 
accused,  or  that  it  was  inflicted  with  deliberate  or  malicious  intent.  The 
findings  and  sentence  are  disapproved.  He  will  be  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
John  Reardon,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved.  So  much 
of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  carrying  a  log,  is  remitted.  As  thus  miti¬ 
gated  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of  Pri¬ 
vates  Robert  Hilliard  and  Michael  Burnell,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry, 
are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Luke  Clougher,  Company  “K,”  22d 
Infantry,  the  finding  upon  the  first  specification  is  disapproved.  The 
remainder  of  the  findings  and  the  proceedings  are  approved.  The  sen¬ 
tence  is  approved,  and  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Leonard  A.  Harris,  Company  “  F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Peter  Gannon,  C/ompany  “  B,”  7 th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  9,  1874. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  10.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No. 
256,  series  of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant 
Colonel  W.  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and 
tried : — 

1st.  Private  Leonard  A.  Harris,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 
Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Leonard  A.  Harris,  whilst  an  unassigned  re¬ 
cruit  7th  Cavalry,  he  having  been  properly  enlisted  in  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  on  the  21st  day  of 
December,  1872,  did  desert  the  same  on  the  19th  day  of  March, 
1873,  from  Headquarters  7th  Cavalry,  Taylor  Barracks,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  at  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  on  19th  day  of  April,  1873.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him',  Private  Leonard  A.  Harris, 
Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  such  mili¬ 
tary  prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  wearing  a  twenty- 
four  (24)  pound  ball  attached  to  his  left  kg  by  a  chain  six  (0)  feet  long, 
for  the  period  of  four  (4)  years.” 


2d.  Private  Peter  Gannon,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 
Charge. — “  Desertion.” 


Specification. — “  In :  that  he,  Private  Peter  Gannon,  Company  ‘B,’  7th 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Camp  Sturgis,  near  Yankton,  D.  T., 
on  the  5th  day  of  May,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  at  Louisville,  Kentucky,  on  the  23d  day  of  August,  1873- 
Thirty  (30)  dollars  reward  paid  for  apprehension.  This  at  or 
near  the  place  and  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

Ahd  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Peter  Gannon, 
Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  to  be 
dishonorably  discharged  from  the  service,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
at  such  military  prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  the 
period  of  four  (4)  years.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Leonard  A.  Harris,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved. 
The  sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take 
effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified, 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.1  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
Peter  Gannon,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Upon  the 
unanimous  recommendation  of  the  members  of  the  Court,  and  in  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  previous  excellent  character  of  the  prisoner,  as  shown 
by  the  evidence,  the  sentence  is  remitted.  He  will  be  released  from 
confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry*. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Antony  Assadely,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Thomas  Wilson,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  William  McCauley,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  13,  1874. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  11.  J 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  14,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Surgeon  A.  Heger,  U.  S.  A.,  is  President, 
were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Antony  Assadely,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Antony  Assadely,  Company 
‘L,’  7th  Cavalry,  did,  without  proper  authority,  take  from  the 
government  stables  one  horse,  the  property  of  the  United  States, 
valued  at  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  ($150.00),  for  his  own  use 
and  purpose,  and  while  so  employed  did  injure  and  abuse  said 
horse  to  such  an  extent  as  to  totally  incapacitate  it  for  future 
government  service.  This  at  Saint  Paul,  Minnesota,  on  the  25th 
day  pf  December,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words  ‘one  hundred 
and  fifty  dollars,’  and  substituting  therefor  the  words  ‘fifty  dollars,’  and 
except  the  words  ‘and  abuse;’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Antony  Assadely, 
Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  for  six  (6)  months,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard 
labor  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months.” 


2d.  Private  Thomas  Wilson,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  38th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Thmnas  Wilson,  Regimental 
Band,  20th  Infantry,  did  sell,  lose,  or  dispose  of  the  following 
named  clothing,  issued  to  him  for  service  as  a  soldier  in  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  United  States,  viz. :  two  (2)  shirts,  of  the  money  value  of 
one  (1)  dollar  each;  two  (2)  pairs  of  drawers,  of  the  money  value 
of  sixty-seven  (67)  cents  each ;  one  (1)  pair  of  boots,  of  the  money 
value  of  four  (4)  dollars  and  twenty-nine  (29)  cents;  and  one  (1) 
greatcoat,  of  the  value  of  six  (6)  dollars  and  forty-four  (44)  cents.  w 
All  this  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  between  the  30tli  of  November 
and  17th  of  December,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  Private  Thomas  Wilson, 
Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry. 


3d.  Private  William  McCauley,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  William  McCauley,  Regimental 
Band,  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  without  permission  from 
proper  authority,  from  on  or  about  December  27,  1873,  until  on 
or  about  January  5,  1874.  This  dt  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  38th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  William  McCauley,  Regimental 
Band,  20th  Infantry,  did  sell,  lose,  or  dispose  of  the  following 
named  clothing,  duly  issued  to  him  for  service  in  the  United 
States  Army,  viz.:  one  (1)  pair  of  trousers,  of  the  money  value 
of  three  (3)  dollars  and  forty-nine  (49)  cents.  This  at  Fort 
Snelling,  Minn.,  between  the  15th  day  of  November  and  27th 
day  of  December,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the 

accused  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 


“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  McCauley, 
Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  twelve 
dollurs  ($12.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  for  two  (2)  months,  and  to  be  confined 
at  hard  labor,  for  one  (1 )  month.” 


II... The  proceedings  and  findings  it.  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
Antony  Assadely,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  It  does 
not  appear  from  the  evidence  in  this  ease,  that  the  accused  subjected 
the  horse  to  hard  treatment,  and  the  Court  acquits  him  of  having  abused 
the  animal.  The  offence  committed,  consisted  in  taking  and  using  the 
horse  without  permission,  and  the  guilt  of  the  accused  is  not  aggravated 
by  the  fact  that  injury  was  sustained  during  such  use;  consequently,  the 
damage  to  the  horse  should  not  affect  the  measure  of  punishment. 
The  sentence  is  regarded  by  the  reviewing  authority  as  too  severe  for 
the  offence,  and  is  commuted  to  forfeiture  of  ten  (10)  dollars  per  month 
of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months.  As  thus  miti¬ 
gated,  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from 
confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Thomas 
Wilson,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders  have 
already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement,  and  restoration  to 
duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  William  McCauley,  Regimental  Band,  20th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


1 1 1... The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  14,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Surgeon  A.  Heger,  U.  S.  A.,  is  President, 
is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gc.  C.  M. 


Private  Peter  Wright,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  19,  1874. 

General  Orders 1 
No.  12.  )’ 

1... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  228,  series  of 

1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley, 

22d  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: — 

Private  Peter  Wright,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Peter  Wright,  Company  ‘K,’ 
22d  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  March, 
1873,  and  did  remain  absent,  until  apprehended  at  or  near  Wis- 
ner,  Neb.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of  March,  1873.  Thirty 
dollars  ($30.00)  reward  paid  for  his  apprehension.  This  at  Fort 
Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II.— “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Peter  Wright,  Company  ‘K,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  take,  steal,  and  carry  away  and  appropriate  to 
his  own  use,  the  following  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  1st  Lieutenant  M.  E. 
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Hogan,  22d  Infantry,  is  responsible,  viz.:  one  (1)  springfield 
breecli  loading  rifled  musket,  model  of  1868,  calibre  .50;  twenty 
(20)  rounds  of  centre  primed  metallic  cartridges,  calibre  .50. 
This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  March, 
1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“  Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Peter  Wright, 
Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due  or  to  become  due  him ;  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
for  four  years,  in  such  penitentiaiy  as  the  General  Commanding  the  De¬ 
partment  may  designate,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service 
of  the  United  Slates." 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Peter  Wright,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved.  In 
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consideration  of  the  long  confinement  suffered  by  the  prisoner  prior  to 
his  trial,  the  term  of  imprisonment  imposed  by  the  sentence  is  com¬ 
muted  to  three  (3)  years;  as  thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly 
executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at  Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

III... The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T., 
by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  228,  series  of  1873,  from 
these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry, 
is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 
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. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Michael  Shaughnessy,  Company  “A,”  7tli  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Lemuel  B.  Searls,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  Charles  Ellis,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry. 

4.  Private  James  Davenport,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

5.  Private  Ferdinand  II.  Burke,  Company  “  L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

6.  Private  Martin  F.  Hammon,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry. 

7.  Private  Charles  Mulholland,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

8.  Private  Edward  O'Gara,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 

9.  Private  Michael  Rieley,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

10.  Private  John  McDonnell,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 

11.  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Hohmeyer,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  February  20,  1874. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  13.  / 

I.. .Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No. 
256,  series  of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant 
Colonel  W.  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and 
tried; — 


1st.  Private  Michael  Shaughnessy,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 
Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Michael  Shaughnessy,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  when  on  duty  as  a  member  of  a  detachment  of 
the  7th  Cavalry,  detailed  to  escort  a  train  of  wagons  through  an 
Indian  country,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  perform 


his  duty,  or  to  ride  his  horse,  rendering  it  necessary  to  carry  him 
in  a  wagon.  All  this  while  a  detachment  of  7th  Cavalry  was  on 
the  march  in  Dakota  Territory,  on  or  about  July  2d,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Michael  Shaughnessy,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  having  overheard  a  remark  of  2d  Lieutenant 
B.  II.  Hodgson,  7th  Cavalry,  to  the  effect  that  he  (Lieutenant 
Hodgson)  would  find  where  the  whiskey  came  from  and  would 
straighten  matters,  did  say  in  an  insulting  and  disrespectful  tone 
of  voice,  ‘You  will  play  hell  on  the  straighten,’  or  words  to 
that  effect ;  and  having  been  told  that  he  was  speaking  to  Lieuten¬ 
ant  Hodgson,  did  say  to  Lieutenant  Hodgson,  ‘  I  don’t  care  a 
damn  who  you  arc,  I  am  a  buck  private,’  or  words  to  that  effect. 
This  in  the  presence  and  hearing  of  other  enlisted  men,  when  a 
detachment  of  7th  Cavalry  was  on  the  inarch  in  Dakota  Territory, 
on  or  about  July  2d,  1873.” 

To  wlyeh  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
Charge  I. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the 
accused  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Shaugh- 
nessy,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Slates  twenty 
dollars  ($20.00)  of  his  pay,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge 
of  the  guard,  for  thirty  (30)  days.” 

2d.  Private  Lemuel  B.  Secu-ts,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Lemuel  B.  Searls,  Company  ‘G,’  7tli 
Cavalry,  being  a  member  of  a  fatigue  detail,  at  work  in  the  Com¬ 
missary  storehouse,  did  steal  one  can  of  salmon,  of  the  value  of 
twenty-five  cents,  public  property,  for  which  the  Post  Commissary 
is  accountable,  and  did  conceal  said  can  in  the  pocket  of  his 
overcoat.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  P.  T.,  on  or  about 
November  11th,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Ijemuel  B.  Searls, 
Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  post  guard,  for  the  same  period." 


3d.  Private  Charles  Ellis,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry. 


Charge  I. — “Violation  44th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification.— “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  Ellis,  Company  ‘E,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  being  on  duty  with  his  company  at  evening  stables, 
did,  without  leave  from  his  Commanding  Officer,  leave  said  place  of 
duty,  and  go  to  his  quarters  before  he  was  regularly  relieved  from 
the  same.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  5th  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Charles  Ellis,  Company  ‘E,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  having  been  told  by  Corporal  Spencer,  Company 
‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  that  he,  the  said  corporal,  had  been  ordered  by 
Lieutenant  McDougall,  to  take  him,  the  said  Private  Charles  Ellis, 
10  the  guard-house,  did  reply  in  the  following  insubordinate 
language,  ‘  Well !  I  aint  going,  and  neither  you  nor  any  other 
God  damned  man  in  the  troop  can  take  me  there at  the  same  time 
abusing  the  said  Corporal  Spencer,  and  calling  him  a  ‘God 

damned  son-of-a-b - This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 

on  or  about  January  5th,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 

follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 


Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Qf  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Ellis, 
Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  far  the  period  of  three  (3)  months, 
and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same 
period .” 

4th.  Private  James  Davenport,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  James  Davenport,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  being  a  prisoner  in  the  guard-house  at  cavalry  bar¬ 
racks,  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  I).  T.,  awaiting  trial  upon  charges 
preferred  against  him,  did  escape  from  said  confinement.  This 
at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of 
December,  1873,” 

Charge  II. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification.  “In:  that  he,  Private  James  Davenport,  Company  ‘A,’  7th 
Cavalry,  being  a  prisoner  in  the  guard-house  at  cavalry  barracks, 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  and  having  escaped  therefrom, 
did  desert  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  did  remain  absent 
until  pursued,  captured,  and  brought  back  by  a  patrol  sent  out 
for  that  purpose.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  1st  day  of  December,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
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CHARGE  I. 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  docs  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Davenport, 
Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
(#10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  two  months,  and  to  he  confined  at 
hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period .” 

5th.  Private  Ferdinand  H.  Burke,  Company  “L,”  7tli  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In:  that  Private  Ferdinand  H.  Burke,  Company  ‘L,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did  enter  the  stable  guard-room  of  said  company, 
and  in  a  contemptuous  manner,  exclaim  in  the  presence  of  Ser¬ 
geant  •James  Butler,  Company  ‘L,’  7th  Cavalry,  ‘I  don’t  give 

a - for  the  1st  Sergeant  or  the  Quartermaster  Sergeant  of  the 

company,’  meaning  his  superior  non-commissioned  officer,  Ser¬ 
geant  James  Butler,  Company  ‘L,’  7th  Cavalry,  to  whom  he  ad¬ 
dressed  the  remark.” 


Specification  II. — “In:  that  Private  Ferdinand  H.  Burke,  Company  ‘L,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did  enter  the  stable  guard-room  of  his  company,  and 
did  say  to  his  superior  non-commissioned  officer,  Sergeant  James 

Butler,  Company  ‘L,’  7th  Cavalry,  ‘You  are  the - son- 

of-a-b - ,  that  told  Hall  to  whip  me,’  and  did  seize  a  camp-kettle 

full  of  boiling  water,  and  dashed  it  over  the  person  of  the  said 
Sergeant  James  Butler,  while  in  a  sitting  posture,  with  the  mali¬ 
cious  intention  of  disfiguring  the  said  sergeant.” 

S)>ecification  III. — “In:  that  Private  Ferdinand  If.  Burke,  Company 
‘L,’  7th  Cavalry,  when  directed  to  go  to  the  guard-house,  did 
resist  the  efforts  of  the  non-commissioned  officer,  Sergeant  Augus¬ 
tus  Kathman  and  blacksmith  Charles  Siemon,  Company  ‘L,’  7th 
Cavalry,  who  were  directed  to  take  him  in  charge  and  convey 
him  to  the  main  guard-house.  All  this  at  the  cavalry  barracks, 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  December  2,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows; 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Ferdinand  H. 
Burke,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
ten  dollars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  12  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor  under  char  ye  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period,” 


6th.  Private  Martin  F.  llammon,  Company  “E,”  7tli  Cavalry. 


Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Martin  F.  Hammon,  Company 
‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  army  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  the  evening  of  January  1st,  1874,  and  did  remain 
absent  until  apprehended  in  the  town  of  Bismarck,  D.  T.,  on  the 
4th  day  of  January,  1874.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Abraham  Lin¬ 
coln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge.  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  omitting  the  word  ‘desert,’  and 
substituting  therefor  the  words  ‘  absent  himself  from.’  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty  of  desertion,  but  ‘Guilty  of 

absence  without  leave.’” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Martin  F.  Ham¬ 
mon,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten 
dollars  ($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month  for  five  (5)  months,  and  to 
be  confined,  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period .” 

7th.  Private  Charles  Mulholland,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Charles  Mulholland,  Company  ‘L,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did  enter  the  room  set  apart  for  the  use  of  Private  Louis 
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Inhering,  Band,  7th  Cavalry,  who  was  acting  in  the  capacity  of 
company  tailor,  and  did  steal  therefrom  one  (1)  pair  of  trowsfers, 
the  property  of  Private  Carl  Kupsitz,  Company  ‘L,’  7th  Cavalry, 
left  with  the  company  tailor  for  the  purpose  of  being  remade ; 
upon  his,  ‘  MuUwlland «,’  leaving  the  tailor’s  shop,  and  when  met 
by  Private  Charles  Brown,  Company  ‘L,’  7th  Cavalry,  did  say 
to  him,  ‘Say  nothing  about  this,  I  will  have  these  pants  altered  for 
myself,’  and  did  secrete  said  trowsers  under  his  bedsaek  until 
found  by  1st  Sergeant  James  Butler,  Company  ‘L,’  7th  Cavalry. 
All  this  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  1).  T.,  on  the  evening  of 
December  17,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Xot  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Mid- 
Holland,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
ten  dollars  (SI 0.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  six  (G)  months,  and  to 
be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 

8th.  Private  Edward  (yGara,  Company  “G,”  7tli  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Edward  O’Gara,  Company  ‘G,’  7tli 
Cavalry,  being  a  prisoner  in  the  guard-house  at  Cavalry  Barracks, 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  awaiting  trial  upon  charges  pre¬ 
ferred  against  him,  did  escape  from  said  confinement.  This  at 
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Fort  Abraham  L 
ber,  1873.” 

lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  Decem- 

Charge  11. — “Absent* 

j  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  lie,  Private  Edward  O'Gara,  Company  ‘G,’  7th 
Cavalry,  being  a  prisoner  in  the  guard-house  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  I).  T.,  and  having  escaped  therefrom,  did  absent  him¬ 
self  from  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  did  remain  absent 
until  pursued,  captured,  and  brought  back  by  a  patrol  sent  out 
for  that  purpose.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  1st  day  of  December,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  O’Gara, 
Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  for  two  (2)  months,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard 
labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 


9th.  Private  Michael  Rieley,  Company  “F,”  7 tli  Cavalry. 

Charge— “Disobedience  of  orders,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and 
military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Michael  Rieley,  ‘F’  Company,  Ttli  Cav¬ 
alry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  Commanding  Officer,  Captain 
George  W.  Yates,  7th  Cavalry,  to  perform  certain  police  work  in 
the  company  stables,  did  refuse  to  obey  the  order  or  perform  the 
work,  and  did  persist  in  refusing  to  obey  said  order  although 
repeatedly  directed  to  perform  said  work.  This  at  cavalry  bar¬ 
racks,  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the  24th  day  of 
December,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follow: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

Aixl  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Rieley, 
Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  dollars 
($5.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined 
at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period .” 

10th.  Private  John  McDonnell,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  McDonnell,  Company  “G 
7th  Cavalry,  hospital  attendant,  did,  without  permission  from 
proper  authority,  appropriate  to  his  own  use  one  or  more  bottles 


of  alcohol,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which 
Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  F.  A.  Davis,  U.  S.  A.,  was  responsible. 
This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of 
January,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Drunkenness  on  duty.” 


Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  McDonnell,  Company  ‘G,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  hospital  attendant,  did  become  so  much  under  the 
influence  of  intoxicating  liquors,  as  to  be  unable  to  properly  per¬ 
form  his  duty  as  nurse.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  January,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
Charge  II. 
“Xot  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  McDonnell, 
Company  “G,”  7tli  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  five  dollars 
($5.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  six  (6)  months,  and  to  he  confined 
at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 


lltli.  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Ifohmeyer,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “Tn  this:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  llohmeyer, 
Company  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  did,  on  the  9th  day  of  December, 
1873,  detain  or  cause  to  be  detained  Private  Lewis  E.  Hill,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  on  daily  duty  at  Post  Headquarters,  as 
messenger,  at  the  company  stables,  thereby  causing  great  delay 
in  tbe  delivery  of  orders,  etc.,  knowing  that  Private  Lewis  E. 
Hill,  Company  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  was  on  duty  at  the  time  by  or¬ 
der  of  1st  Lieutenant  James  Calhoun,  7th  Cavalry,  Post  Adjutant, 
distributing  orders  and  circular's  relating  to  important  public 
business.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  date  above  specified.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Holimeyer, 
Company  ‘  E,’  7th  Cavalry,  did  enter  the  office  of  the  Post  Ad¬ 
jutant,  at  orderly  call,  on  the  10th  day  of  December,  1873,  and 
did  ask  Sergeant  Thomas  Maloney,  Company  ‘M,’  7th  Cavalry, 
Acting  Sergeant  Major,  Battalion  7th  Cavalry,  if  Private  Lewis 
E.  Hill,  Company  ‘  E,’  7th  Cavalry,  had  received  orders  to  attend 
stables,  &c.:  When  he  was  told  that  Private  Hill  was  acting  un¬ 
der  order's  received  direct  from  the  Post  Adjutant,  did  say,  ‘  I 
do  not  give  a  God  damn,  I  don’t  take  orders  from  anyone  birt 
Lieutenant  McDougall,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  was  said 
in  the  presence  of  enlisted  men,  with  a  manner,  look,  artd  in  a 
tone  of  voice,  disrespectful  towards  his  superior  officer,  1st  Lieu¬ 
tenant  James  Calhoun,  7th  Cavalry,  Post  Adjutant.  This  at  Fort 
Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  abdirt  tbe  10th  day  of  December, 
1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Disrespect  towards  his  superior  officer.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Fredei'ick  Hohmeyer, 
Company  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  did  on  the  9th  day  of  December, 
1873,  detain  or  cause  to  be  detained  Private  Lewis  E.  Hill,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  on  daily  duty,  at  post  headquarters,  as 
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messenger,  at  the  company  stables,  knowing  that  Private  Lewis 
E.  Hill,  Company  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  was  on  duty  at  the  time,  by 
order  of  1st  Lieutenant  James  Calhoun,  7th  Cavalry,  Post  Ad¬ 
jutant,  distributing  orders  and  circulars  relating  to  important 
public  business.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  December,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Hohmeyer, 
Company  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  did  enter  the  office  of  the  Post  Ad¬ 
jutant,  on  the  10th  day  of  December,  1873,  and  when  told  that 
Private  Lewis  E.  Hill,  Company  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  was  acting 
under  orders  received  direct  from  the  Post  Adjutant,  did  say, 
‘I  do  not  give  a  Clod  damn,  I  don’t  take  orders  from  anyone  but 
Lieutenant  McDougall,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  was  said 
in  the  presence  of  enlisted  men,  with  a  manner,  look,  and  in  a 
tone  of  voice  disrespectful  towards  his  superior  officer,  1st  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Janies  Calhoun,  7th  Cavalry,  Post  Adjutant.  This  at  or 
near  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  date  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  as  far  as,  and  including  the  words, 
‘company  stables,’  to  the  remainder  of  the  specification,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  as  far  as  the  words  ‘did  sav,’  to 
the  remainder  of  the  specification,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  as  far  as  the  word  ‘knowing,’  to 
the  remainder  of  the  specification,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  as  far  as  the  words  ‘did  say,’  to 
the  remainder  of  the  specification,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


ClI.tRGE  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  but  attach  no  criminality  there¬ 
to.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  as  far  as  the  words  ‘did  say,’  but 
attach  no  criminality  thereto,  of  the  remainder  of  the  specification, 
Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
<  )f  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  1st  Sergeant  Frederick 
Hohmeyer,  Company  “  E,”  7 th  Cavalry. 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases 
o£  Privates  Michael  Shaughnessy  and  James  Davenport,  Company  “A,” 
Charles  Ellis  and  Martin  F.  Ilammon,  Company  “E,”  Michael  Rieley, 
Company  “F,”  Lemuel  R.  Searls,  Edward  O’  Gaea  and  John  McDonnell, 
Company  “G,”  Ferdinand  H.  Burke  and  Charles  Mulholl and,  Company 
“L,”  7th  U.  S.  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  their  respective  sentences 
will  be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  1st  Sergeant 
Frederick  Hohmeyer,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  arrest  and  restoration  to 
duty. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  Genei'al. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


' 

. 


Gr.  C.  M 


1.  Private  William  Dempsey,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Michael  Ahem,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  James  Kelly,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn..  February  2(5,  1874. 

General  Orders i 
No.  14.  . 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  I).  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II.  Special  Orders  No.  250, 
series  of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L. 
Crittenden,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  airaigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  William  Dempsey,  Company  “A,"  17th  Infantry. 
Charge  1. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  William  Dempsey,  private  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did,  in  direct  violation  of  the  following  orders, 

1  Hradqua kters.  Fort  Abercrombie,  P.  T.. 

Foecmher  Sth,  1873. 

'General  Orders \ 

No.  28.  j 

‘All  enlisted  men.  excepting  Indian  scouts,  are  prohibited  to  cross 
the  Red  River,  without  a  written  pass  from  the  Commanding  Officer,  or 
from  the  Commanding  Officer  of  their  respective  Company. 

‘By  Ordkr  of  Colonel  Crittenden. 

‘(Signed.)  ‘  II.  S.  Howe, 

‘  1st  Lieutenant,  \~th  Infantry, 

'  Acting  Post  Adjutant.’ 


cross  the  Red  River  of  the  North  without  permission  from 
proper  authority.  All  this  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  5th  day  of  December,  1873.” 

Charge  II.— “Absence  without  leave.” 


Specification. — “In  this:  that  William  Dempsey,  private  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and  post 
without  permission  from  proper  authority,  and  remain  absent 
between  the  hours  of  12  M.  and  retreat  roll  call,  December  5, 
1873.  All  this  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
dates  above  specified.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 
Finding. 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the 
follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


case,  finds  the  accused  as 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  Dempsey, 
Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  one  (1)  month.  The  Court 
is  thus  lenient  because  of  the  previous  good  character  of  the  accused,  and 
because  he  has  already  been  confined  in  the  guard-house  for  about  six  weeks.” 


2d.  Private  Michael  Ahem,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 


Charge  I. — “Disobedience  of  orders." 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Michael  Ahern,  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did,  in  direct  violation  of  the  following' General 

‘Headquarters,  Fort  Abercrombie,  P.  T. 

November  8, 1873. 

‘  General  Orders  1 
No.  28.  J 

'All  enlisted  men.  except  Indian  scouts,  are  prohibited  to  cross  the 
Red  River,  without  a  written  pass  from  the  Commanding  Officer,  or 
from  the  Commanding  Officer  of  their  respective  Company. 

‘By  Order  of  Colonel  Crittenden. 

'  (Signed.)  ‘  H.  S.  Howe. 

1 1st  Lieutenant.  Yith  Infantry, 

Acting  Post  Adjutant.' 

cross  the  Red  River  of  the  North,  without  permission  from 
proper  authority.  All  this  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  31st  day  of  December,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Absence  without  leave.” 


Specification. — “In  this:  that  Michael  Ahern,  private  Company  A,’  . 
17th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and  post 
without  permission  from  proper  authority,  and  did  remain  absent 
between  the  hours  of  12  M.  and  3.30  o’clock  P.  M.,  December 
31st,  1873.  All  this  at  Fort  Abercombie,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
dates  above  specified.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge. 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


( )f  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“  Xot  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Xot  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Private  Michael  Ahern, 
Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 


3d.  Private  James  Kelly,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  .Tames  Kelly,  Company  ‘F,’  17th 
Infantry,  did,  in  direct  violation  of  the  following  General  Orders, 


‘  Headquarters,  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T., 
November  8,  1873. 

*  General  Orders  1 
Xo.  28.  ; 

‘All  enlisted  men,  except  Indian  scouts,  are  prohibited  to  cross  the 
Red  River,  without  a  written  pass  from  the  Commanding  Officer,  or 
from  the  Commanding  Officer  of  their  respective  Company. 

‘By  Order  of  Colonel  Crittenden. 

‘(Signed.)  IT.  S.  Howr. 

‘1st  Lieutenant,  \1tk  Infantry, 

Acting  Post  Adjutant.’ 

cross  the  lied  Kiver,  without  permission  from  proper  authority. 
All  this  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  I).  T.,  on  or  about  the  31st  of 
December,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


o 


l'o  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty. 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  Private  James  Kelly, 
Company  “F,”  17  th  Infantry. 


11.. . The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  William  Dempsey,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  he  duly  executed.  He  will  he  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings  and  findings  In  the  foregoing  cases  of  Privates 
Michael  Ahern,  Company  “A,”  and  James  Kelly,  Company  “F,”  17th 
Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  their  re¬ 
lease  from  confinement  and  restoration  to  duty. 

111.. . The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  2ot>, 
series  of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L. 
Crittenden,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


O.  D.  GREENE, 


Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


G.  C.  M 


1.  Private  Georye  Donie,  Company  “E,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Matthew  French,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  4th,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  15.  j 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Totten, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  240,  series  of 

1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  L.  C. 

Hunt,  20th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Georye  Donie,  Company  “E,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Georye  Donie,  Company  ‘E,’ 
20th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  sendee  of  the  United 
States,  did  (on  or  about  the  3d  day  of  September,  1873,)  desert 
said  service,  and  did  remain  absent  until  the  8th  day  of  Septem¬ 
ber,  1873,  when  apprehended.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Totten, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Georye  Donie,  Company  ‘  E,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  steal  from  the  post  stable  at  Fort  Totten, 
D.  T.,  one  horse,  the  private  property  of  Acting  Assistant  Sur- 


geoii  James  B.  Ferguson,  Post  Surgeon.  This  at  Fort  Totten, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  the  3d  of  September,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  1. 

To  the  Specification ,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge.  “Not Guilty.” 


Charge  11. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  Donie, 
Company  “E,”  ‘20th  Infantry,  “To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the 
service  of  the  U.  S.,  with  loss  of  all  pay  and  allowances  that  are  or  may 
become  due  him,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  such  penitentiary 
as  the  propei’  authority  may  designate,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  years.” 


2d.  Private  Matthew  French,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  he,  Private  Matthew  French,  ‘D’  (Company,  7th 
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Cavalry,  having  been  detailed  on  fatigue  in  the  quarters  of 
Lieutenant  J.  M.  Bell,  7th  Cavalry,  erecting  stGYfcs,  &c.,  and 
while  thus  employed,  did  take,  remove  therefrom  feloniously, 
and  appropriiite  to  his  own  use,  a  pocket  knife,  the  private  prop¬ 
erty  of  said  Lieutenant  J.  M.  Bell,  7th  Cavalry.  This  at  Fort 
Totten,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  November  7th,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification ,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows :  • 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Matthew  French, 
Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  that  are 
or  may  become  due;  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  be  confined  at  such  military  prison  as  the  reviewing  authority 
may  direct,  for  one  (1 )  year.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  George  Donie,  Company  “E,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
The  sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take 
effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement,  which  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  commencing  October  8th,  1873.  As  thus  modified  the  sen¬ 
tence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at  Stillwater, 
Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Matthew  French,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  So 
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much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  is  hereby  remitted.  The 
remainder  of  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Beigadiee  Genebai.  Teeey. 

O.  D.  GBEENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  I).  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


1 .  Private  William,  Carson,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Maurice  Myers,  Company  “E,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  r>th,  1874. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  16.  i 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  228,  series  of 
1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C. 
Gilbert,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  William  Carson,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Sleeping  on  post,  in  violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  William  Carson,  a  private  of  Company  ‘  I,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  and  having 
been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel  on  post  No.  6,  in  charge  of  the 
saw-mill,  was  found  asleep  on  said  post.  This  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  October,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 
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Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  Carson, 
Company  “  I,”  7 th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  six  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  Slates  ten  (10)  dollars 
per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period 

2d.  Private  Maurice  Myers,  Company  “E,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Maurice  Myers,  a  private  of  Company  ‘E,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  and  having 
been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel,  did  leave  his  post  without  being 
regularly  relieved.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
29th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Maurice  Myers, 
Company  “E,”  7th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  eight  (8)  months,  and 
to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  post  guard,  for  the  same  period .” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  William  Carson,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved, 


and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  term  of  confinement  will 
he  considered  its  commencing  November  24th,  1873. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Maurice  Myers,  Company  “E,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  term  of  confinement  will  be 
considered  as  commencing  December  29th,  1873. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


' 


G.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Louis  Megier,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  John  Dobbins,  Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

3.  Trumpeter  John  Rodemyre,  Company  “L,”  2d  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  6th,  1874. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  17.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  252,  series  of 
1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Saveitzer, 
2d  Cavalry,  is  President,  Avere  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Louis  Megier,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Louis  Megi-er,  private  Company  ‘  F,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  while  a  member  of  the  post  guard, 
and  remain  absent  until  apprehended  near  Madison  Bridge, 
M.  T.,  and  brought  back  under  a  guard,  on  the  22d  November, 
1873.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  November 
20,  1873.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


2 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Louis  Megier, 
Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  that  are  now  due  or  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the 
laundress,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard  at  Fort 
Ellis,  M.  T.,  wearing  a  ball  weighing  twelve  (12)  pounds  attached  to  his 
leg  by  a  chain  five  (5)  feel  long,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  and  then  to 
be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service.” 

2d.  Private  John  Dobbins,  Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Dobbin i-,  Company  ‘H,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  army  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
20th  day  of  November,  1873,  and  did  so  remain  a  deserter,  until 
apprehended  at  or  near  Madison  Bridge,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
22d  day  of  November,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  Dobbins,  Company  ‘H,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  did  take,  steal,  and  carry  away  from  the  quarters  of 
Company  ‘H,’  2d  Cavalry,  one  citizen  coat  and  one  pair  of  pants, 
valued  at  $15.00,  the  property  of  Private  John  Schmidt,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘H,’  2d  Cavalry.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  20th  day  of  November,  1873.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 

is  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Dobbins, 
Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
that  is  now  due  or  that  may  become  due  him,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laun¬ 
dress,  and  to  be  confined  in  such  penitentiary  as  the  Commanding  General 
may  direct,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  the  service  of  the  United.  Slates.'' 


3d.  Trumpeter  John  Rodemyre,  Company  “L,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Trumpeter  John  Rodemyre,  Company 
‘,L,’  2d  Cavalry,  having  been  duly  detailed  to  carry  the  United 
States  mail  from  Bozeman,  M.  T.,  to  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  did  be¬ 
come  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  properly  perform  that  duty. 
This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  December  15th,  1873.” 
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Charge  II. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and 
military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Trumpeter  John  Rodemyre,  Company 
‘L ,’  2d  Cavalry,  having  been  detailed  to  carry  the  United  States 
mail  from  Bozeman,  M.  T.,  to  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  did  fail  to  de¬ 
liver  the  mail  at  the  Adjutant’s  office,  but  did  throw  it  on  the 
steps  of  the  quarters  of  1st  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Coolidge,  7th  In¬ 
fantry.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  15th 
day  of  December,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having 

maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 

is  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Trumpeter  John  Rodemyre, 

Company  “L,”  2d  Cavalry,  “To  be  confined  under  charge  of  the  post 
guard,  at  hard  labor  for  the  period  of  four  (4)  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the 
United  States  his  monthly  pay,  accept  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  for  the 
same  period.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Louis  Megier,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  term  of  confinement  will  be 
considered  as  commencing  December  22d,  1873. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  Dobbins,  Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  term  of  confinement  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  commencing  December  22d,  1873.  The  Minnesota  State 
Prison  at  Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Trum¬ 
peter  John  Rodemyre,  Company  “L,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  term  of  confinement  will  be 
considered  as  commencing  January  15th,  1874. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  !M. 


1.  Private  Mat.  Davenport,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Dudley  Sadet,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  7th,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  18.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  2,  current  series,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  G.  Tilford,  7th  Cavalry,  is 

President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Mat.  Davenport,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  38th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Mat.  Davenport,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did  lose,  sell,  or  otherwise  unlawfully  dispose  of,  or  per¬ 
mit  the  same  to  be  done,  one  carbine,  the  property  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  which  Captain  Owen  Hale,  7th  Cavalry,  is  respon¬ 
sible.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of 
November,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Mat.  Davenport,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Cavalry,  being  on  duty  as  a  member  of  the  stable  guard,  was 
drunk.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  November  25tli, 
1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Mat.  Davenport, 

Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  one  dollar 
fifty-six  and  one-fourth  cents  ($1 .56', )  of  his  weekly  pay,  until  he  shall  re¬ 
imburse  to  the  United  States  the  amount  of  fifty  dollars  ($50.00),  the  price 
of  one  (1)  carbine,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard 
at  the  post  where  he  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of  four  (4)  months.” 

2d.  Private  Dudley  Saclet,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  38th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Dudley  Saclet,  Company  ‘K,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  did  lose,  sell,  or  otherwise  unlawfully  dispose  of  three  car¬ 
bines,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  Captain 
Owen  Ilale,  7th  Cavalry,  is  responsible.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  25th  of  November,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 


Specification, — “In:  that  Private  Dudley  Saclet,  Company  ‘K,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  being  on  duty  as  a  member  of  the  stable  guard,  was  drunk. 
This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  of  November, 
1873.” 

Charge  III.— “Violation  of  the  50th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Dudley  Saclet,  Company  ‘K,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  without  urgent  necessity  or  leave  of  his  superior  officer,  did 
quit  his  stable  guard.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
25th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Guilty.” 
"Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding.  * 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

Of  tli e  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  word  ‘three  (3),’  sub¬ 

stituting  therefor  the  word  ‘two  (2),’  and  of  the  substituted  word, 
Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge.  II. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
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Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Dudley  Saclet, 
Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  one  dollar, 
fifty-six  and  one-fourth  cents  ($1.56J )  of  his  weekly  pay,  until  he  shall  re-im- 
burse  to  the  United  States  the  amount  of  one  hundred  dollars  ($100.00)  the 
price  of  two  (2)  carbines,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  the  charge  of  the 
guard  at  the  post  where  he  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of  eight  (8) 
months.” 


II. ..The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Mat.  Daven¬ 
port,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  The  evidence  in  this 
case  fails  to  support  the  first  charge  and  its  speciiication,  and  the  find¬ 
ings  upon  that  charge  and  specification  are  therefore  disapproved.  The 
remaining  findings  are  approved.  The  sentence  is  commuted  to  con¬ 
finement  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  guard,  for  one  (1)  month.  As  thus 
mitigated  the  sentence  will  he  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Dudley  Saclet,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  term  of  confinement  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  commencing  December  25th,  1873. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


0.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  March  16,  1874. 

General  Orders,) 

No.  19.  I 

In  accordance  with  authority  from  the  War  Department,  Adjutant 
General’s  office,  Lieutenant-Colonel  E.  S.  Otis,  22d  Infantry,  is  hereby 
announced  as  Acting  Assistant  Inspector  General  of  the  Department.  He 
will  be  obeyed  and  respected  accordingly. 


By  Command  op  Brigadier  Genera i,  Terry 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


(/iptain  3 d  Infantry ,  A.  I).  (,. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  David  Smith,  Company  “F,”  22d  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Robert  Adams,  Company  “H,”  22d  Infantry 

3.  Commissary  Sergeant  William  Roberts,  U.  S.  Army. 

4.  Private  Hugh  Smith,  Company  “II,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  17/A,  1874. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  20.  J ' 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  18,  current  series,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  A.  Webb,  22d  Infantry,  is 

President,  were  arraigned  and  tried 

1st.  Private  David  Smith,  Company  “F,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  David  Smith,  private  ‘F’  Company, 
22d  Infantry,  did  appear  at  the  inspection  of  his  company,  under 
arms,  in  a  drunken  and  filthy  condition.  This  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Charge  TI. — “Violation  of  the  42d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  the  said  David  Smith,  private  Company 
‘F,’  22d  Infantry,  did  lie  out  of  his  quarters  without  leave  from 
his  superior  officer,  during  the  nights  of  January  10th  and  11th, 
1874.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  or  or  about  the  10th  and 
11th  days  of  January,  1874.” 
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To  which  .charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
Charge  I. 

“  Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guiltv.” 


The  Court  having 
is  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Finding. 

uaturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  David  Smith, 
Company  “  F,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  under  charge  of  the  guard 
for  thirty  (30)  days,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  ten  dollars  ($10.00) 
of  his  monthly  pay,  for  one  month." 

2d.  Private  Robert  Adams,  Company  “H,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Robert  Adams,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  private  of  ‘H’  Company, 
22d  Infantry,  did  knowingly  disobey  a  written  order,  issued  from 
the  Headquarters  of  the  post  of  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  and  duly 
published  to  the  company  of  which  he  is  a  member,  by  absent¬ 
ing  himself  from  his  post  and  company,  and  crossing  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  to  the  reservation  of  the  Yankton  Sioux  Indians, 
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without  receiving  any  permission  whatever ;  which  action  on  his 
part  was  in  direct  violation  of  the  above  mentioned  order ;  said 
order  being  in  the  words  following,  to  wit : 

‘Headquarters,  Fort  Randall,  D.  T„ 
January  21, 1873. 

‘General  Orders) 

No.  1.  / 

‘  Because  of  the  constant  complaint  of  the  Yankton  Indians,  living  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  river  near  White  Swan,  D.  T.,  regarding  the 
continued  misconduct  of  enlisted  men  of  this  garrison  who  visit  their 
lodges  and  dwellings.  Company  Commanders  are  forbidden  to  grant  to 
members  of  their  respective  companies,  permission  to  cross  to  the  op¬ 
posite  side  of  Ihe  river;  and  the  action  of  any  enlisted  man  who  with¬ 
out  permission  from  proper  authority  visits,  any  locality  upon  the 
Yankton  Indians’  reservation,  or  any  point  above  the  same,  will  be 
considered  in  direct  violation  of  existing  orders  of  the  post. 

‘By  Command  op  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis. 

‘  (Signed,)  0.  M.  Smith, 

*  2 d  Lieutenant,  22d  Infantry, 

Post  Adjutant.' 

This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  January, 
1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Robert  Adams,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  a  private  in  ‘H’  Com¬ 
pany,  22d  Infantry,  did  introduce  upon  the  Indian  reservation 
of  the  Yankton  Sioux  Indians,  a  quantity  of  spirituous  liquor, 
to  wit:  about  one  and  a  half  gallons,  be  the  same  more  or  less, 
much  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline  of 
the  military  service,  and  in  direct  violation  of  an  Act  of  Congress, 
entitled,  ‘An  Act  to  regulate  trade  and  intercourse  with  the 
Indian  tribes,  and  to  preserve  peace  on  the  frontier,’  approved 
June  30,  1834,  and  amended  bv  additional  Acts  of  Congress, 
approved  March  3d,  1847.  This  upon  the  Indian  reservation 
of  the  Yankton  Sioux  Indians,  and  at  or  near  White  Swan, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  1st  of  January,  1874.” 
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To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification,  ' 

‘Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  ‘ 

‘Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  ‘ 

1  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

‘  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely 

r  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the 

'eased  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

<  )f  the  Specification,  ‘ 

‘Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  ‘ 

‘  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  ‘ 

‘Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  * 

‘Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Robert  Adams, 

Company  “H,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now 
due  or  to  become  due ;  to  be  confined  in  such  penitentiary  as  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Department  Commander ,  for  the  period  of  eighteen  (18 1 
months,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United 
States.” 


3d.  Commissary  Sergeant  William  Roberts,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge. — “Drunkenness  on  duty,  in  violation  of  the  45th  Article  of 
War.” 

Specification  1. — “In  this:  that  he,  Commissary  Sergeant  William  Roberts, 
IT.  S.  Army,  did  become  drunk  and  unable  to  perform  his  duty 
as  Commissary  Sergeant.  This  at  or  near  the  military  station  of 


Lower  Brule  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  Novem¬ 
ber,  1873.” 


Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Commissary  Sergeant  William 
Roberts,  U.  S.  Army,  did  become  drunk  and  unable  to  perform 
his  duty  as  Commissary  Sergeant.  This  at  or  near  the  military 
station  of  Lower  Brule  Agency,  I).  T.,  oi\  or  about  the  27th  day 
of  November,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  Special  plea  of  the  accused  in  bar  of  trial, 
sustained  by  the  Court. 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Commissary  Sergeant 
William  Roberts,  U.  S.  Army. 

4th.  Private  Hugh  Smith,  Company  “  H,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Hugh  Smith,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  private  of  ‘II’  Company, 
22d  Infantry,  did  knowingly  disobey  a  written  order,  issued  from 
the  Headquarters  of  the  post  of  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  and  duly 
published  to  the  company  of  which  he  is  a  member,  by  absent¬ 
ing  himself  from  his  post  and  company,  and  crossing  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  to  the  reservation  of  the  Yankton  Sioux  Indians,  with¬ 
out  receiving  any  permission  whatever ;  which  action  on  his  part, 
was  in  direct  violation  of  the  above  mentioned  order ;  said  order 
being  in  the  words  following,  to  wit : 


1  Headquarters,  Fort  Randall,  D.  T., 
January  21.  1874. 


‘Because  of  the  constant  complaint  of  the  Yankton  Indians  living 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river,  near  White  Swan,  D.  T.,  regarding 
the  continued  mjsconduct  of  enlisted  men  of  this  garrison,  who  visit 
their  lodges  and  dwellings.  Company  Commnnders  are  forbiddpn  to 
grant  to  members  of  thtir  respective  companies  permission  to  cross  to 
the  opposite  side  of  the  river;  and  the  action  of  any  enlisted  man  who 
without  permission  from  proper  authority  visits  any  locality  upon  the 
Yankton  Indian  reservation,  or  any  point  above  the  same,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  direct  violation  of  existing  orders  of  the  post. 


‘  By  Command  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis. 

‘  (Signed.)  ‘  0.  M.  Smith, 

•  2 d  Lieutenant ,  22 d  Infantry , 

Post  Adjutant.’ 

This  at  Fort  Randall  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  first  day  of  J anuarv, 
1874.” 


Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Hugh  Smith,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  a  private  of  ‘H’  Company, 
22d  Infantry,  did  introduce  upon  the  Indian  reservation  of  the 
Yankton  Sioux  Indians,  a  quantity  of  spirituous  liquor,  to  wit: 
about  one  and  a  half  gallons,  be  the  same  more  or  less,  much 
to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline  of  the 
military  service,  and  in  direct  violation  of  an  Act  of  Congress, 
entitled,  ‘An  Act  to  regulate  trade  and  intercourse  with  Indian 
tribes,  and  to  preserve  peace  on  the  frontier,’  approved  June  30th, 
1834,  and  amended  by  additional  Act  of  Congress,  approved 
March  3d,  1847.  This  upon  the  Indian  reservation  of  the  Yank¬ 
ton  Sioux  Indians,  and  at  or  near  White  Swan,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  1st  of  January,  1874.” 

To  wdiich  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
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Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Hugh  Smith, 
Company  “  H,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now 
due  or  to  become  due  him;  to  be  confined  in  such  military  prison  as  the  De¬ 
partment  Commander  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  eighteen  (18)  months, 
and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  David  Smith,  Company  “F,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved.  In 
consideration  of  the  length  of  time  he  has  been  in  confinement,  so  much 
of  the  sentence  as  requires  him  to  be  confined  under  charge  of  the 
guard,  is  remitted.  As  thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will  he  duly  execut¬ 
ed.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

In  the  foregoing  cases  of  Privates  Robert  Adams  and  Hugh  Smith, 
Company  “H,”  22d  Infantry,  the  proceedings  and  findings,  except  un¬ 
der  the  second  charges  and  their  specifications,  are  approved.  The  Act 


of  Congress  on  which  the  disapproved  pleadings  are  based,  confers  sole 
jurisdiction  for  violation  of  its  provisions,  upon  the  civil  courts  of  the 
United  States.  So  much  of  the  sentences  only,  as  adjudges  forfeiture  of 
all  pay  and  allowances,  is  approved,  and  is  mitigated  to  a  forfeiture 
of  ten  dollars  (SI 0.00)  per  month  of  their  monthly  pay,  for  the  period 
of  three  (3)  months;  as  thus  mitigated  the  sentences  will  he  duly  exe¬ 
cuted.  They  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Commissary 
Sergeant  William  Roberts,  U.  S.  Army,  are  approved.  Orders  have  al¬ 
ready  been  issued  for  his  release  from  arrest  and  restoration  to  duty. 

III... The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  Xo.  18,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  ('.  A.  Webb,  22d  Infantry,  is  Presi¬ 
dent,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General, 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  March  20,  1874. 

General  Orders,  ) 

No.  21.  5 

The  Secretary  of  War  having  fixed  fhe  increased  allowance  of  fuel  to 
be  issued  at  Military  posts  exposed  to  extreme  colds,  General  Orders  No. 
73,  series  of  1872,  from  these  headquarters,  is  hereby  revoked,  and  issues 
of  such  increased  allowance  will  be  made  in  accordance  with  General 
Orders  No.  18,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant  General’s  Office. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry, 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  ('■ 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  William  T.  Peel,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  William  H.  Gambell,  Company  “D,”  7tli  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  26th,  1874. 

General  Orders) 

No.  22.  f 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Pembina, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  16,  current  series,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  E.  Yard,  20th  Infantry,  is 

President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  William  T.  Peel,  Company  “D,”  7tli  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  William  T.  Peel,  private,  Company  ‘D,’  7th 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  on  the  night  of  the  30th  day  of  June, 
1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  by  a  party  sent 
in  pursuit,  on  the  morning  of  the  1st  day  of  July,  1873.  This 
in  the  vicinity  of  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  William  T.  Peel,  private,  Company  ‘D,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did  steal  and  carry  away,  with  intent  to  appropriate  to 
his  own  use,  the  following  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  the 
property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  Captain  T.  B.  Weir, 
7th  Cavalry,  is  responsible,  to  wit :  one  Sharp’s  improved  carbine, 


cal.  .50,  valued  at  $50.00;  one  Remington  pistol,  valued  at 
$50.00;  one  sabre  belt  and  plate,  valued  at  $1.86;  one  carbine  car¬ 
tridge  pouch  (Dyer’s),  valued  at  $3.35;  one  pistol  cartridge  box, 
valued  at  60  cents;  one  pistol  belt  holster,  valued  at  90  cents; 
and  one  thousand  six  hundred  and  eighty  rounds  of  carbine 
cartridges.  All  this  at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
night  of  the  30th  day  of  June,  and  the  morning  of  the  1st  day 
of  July,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Chakge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II, 

To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

‘"Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 

3  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  T.  Peel, 
Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  (he  service 
of  the  U.  S.,  with  forfeiture  of  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due  or  which 
may  become  due,  and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  such  peni¬ 
tentiary  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  three  (3) 
years.” 
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2d.  Private  William  H.  Gambell,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  William  H.  Gambell,  private,  Company  ‘D,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  on  the  night  of  the  30th  day  of  June, 
1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  by  a  party  sent 
in  pursuit,  on  the  morning  of  the  1st  day  of  July,  1873.  All 
this  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  William  II.  Gambell,  private,  Company  ‘D,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did  steal  and  carry  away,  with  intent  to  appropriate 
to  his  own  use,  the  following  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  the 
property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  Captain  T.  B.  Weir, 
7th  Cavalry,  is  responsible,  to  wit:  one  Sharp’s  improved  car¬ 
bine,  cal.  .50,  valued  at  $50.00 ;  one  Remington  pistol,  valued 
at  $50.00;  one  sabre  belt  and  plate,  valued  at  $1.86;  one  carbine 
cartridge  pouch  (Dyer’s),  valued  at  $3.35;  one  pistol  cartridge 
box,  valued  at  60  cents ;  one  pistol  belt  holster,  valued  at  90  cents ; 
and  one  thousand  six  hundred  and  eighty  rounds  of  carbine 
cartridges.  All  this  at  Fort  Pembina,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
night  of  the  30th  day  of  June,  1873,  and  the  mornipg  of  the  1st 
day  of  July,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 

as  follows: 


Charge  I. 


Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  H.  Gam- 
bell,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the 
■service  of  the  United  States,  with  forfeiture  of  all  pay  and  allowances  now 
due  or  which  may  become  due,  and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  such 
penitentiary  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  three 
(3)  years.” 


11.. . The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  William  T.  Peel  and  William  II.  Gambell,  Company  “D,”  7th 
Cavalry,  are  approved.  In  consideration  of  the  long  confinement  suffer¬ 
ed  by  the  prisoners  prior  to  their  trial,  the  term  of  imprisonment  im¬ 
posed  by  the  sentence  in  each  case  is  mitigated  to  two  (2)  years;  as 
thus  mitigated  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota 
State  Prison  at  Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confine¬ 
ment. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Pembina, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  16,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  E.  Yard,  20th  Infantry,  is  Presi¬ 
dent,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


G.  C.  M. 


1.  Hospital  Steward  Lewis  Howell ,  U.  S.  Army. 

2.  Private  Thomas  McCarthy,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Infantry, 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn..  March  27tli,  1874. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  23.  f 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  228,  series  of  1873, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C.  Gil¬ 
bert,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Hospital  Steward  Lewis  Howell,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  Section  1,  Chapter  67,  of  the  Act  of  Congress, 
approved  March  2d,  1863.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Lewis  Howell,  Hospital  Steward,  IT.  S.  A., 
being  on  duty  as  hospital  steward  in  the  post  hospital  at  Fort 
Shaw,  Montana  Territory,  did  embezzle  and  knowingly  and  will¬ 
fully  misappropriate  and  apply  to  his  own  use  and  benefit,  the 
following  named  hospital  stores,  viz.:  Sixteen  hundred  and 
seventy-four  (1,674)  ounces  of  brandy;  twenty -two  hundred  and 
sixty  (2,260)  ounces  of  whisky;  twenty  hundred  and  eighty  (2,080) 
ounces  of  wine;  seventeen  hundred  and  twenty-five  (1,725)  ounces 
of  alcohol;  eight  (S)  pounds  of  tea;  which  said  stores  were  the 
property  of  the  United  States,  and  furnished  by  the  government 
to  be  used  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States;  and  were 


2 

of  the  value  of  three  hundred  and  twenty  (320)  dollars,  more 
or  less.  This  at  Fort  Shaw;  M.  T.,  between  June  24tli  and 
December  22d,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  and  figures  ‘seven¬ 
teen  hundred  and  twenty-five  (1,725)  ounces  of  alcohol;’  substituting 
therefor  the  words  ‘  sixteen  hundred  and  forty-five  ounces  of  alcohol 
and  excepting  the  words  and  figures  ‘twenty  hundred  and  eighty 
(2,080)  ounces  of  wine;’  and  substituting  the  words  ‘nineteen  hundred 
and  twentv  ounces  of  wine  ’  therefor ;  and  of  the  excepted  words,  ‘  Not 
Guilty;’  and  of  the  words  substituted,  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Lewis  Howell,  Hospital 
Steward,  U.  S.  Army,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  from  the  service  of 
the  United  Slides ;  to  refund  to  the  United  States  the  money  value  of  the 
stores  misappropriated,  and  to  be  confined  in  such  penitentiary  as  the  De¬ 
partment  Commander  shall  designate,  until  this  amount  is  paid,  provided  the 
time  does  not  exceed  one  (1)  year .” 


2d.  Private  Thomas  McCarthy,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Thomas  McCarthy,  private  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  I,’  7th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  steal,  take  and  carry  away 
and  appropriate  to  his  own  use,  a  portion  of  an  ambulance  har- 
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ness,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  of  the  value  of  ten  (10) 
dollars,  more  or  less;  for  which  1st  Lieutenant  J.  W.  Jacobs, 
R.  Q.  M.,  7th  Infantry,  and  Post  Quartermaster,  is  responsible. 
This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  October, 
1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  McCarthy. 
Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  he  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  until  June  16<A,  1874 — the  expiration  of  his  term  of  enlistment — 
forfeiting  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay 
during  such  period,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from  the  United 
States  service .” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Hospital  Steward  Lewis  Howell,  U.  S.  Army,  are  approved,  and  the  sen¬ 
tence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at  Stillwater, 
Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Thomas  McCarthy,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  In 
view  of  the  length  of  time  the  prisoner  has  been  in  confinement,  the 
sentence  is  remitted.  lie  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored 
to  duty.  ✓ 


III... The  General  Court  Martial  which 


vened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
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M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  228,  series  of 
1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C. 
Gilbert,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Martin  Dwyer,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Joseph,  W.  Davis,  Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

*  Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  28th,  1874. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  24.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  252,  series  of 
1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Sweitzer, 
2d  Cavalry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Martin  Dwyer,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Martin  Dwyer,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Infantry,  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  after  having  been  duly 
posted,  did  leave  his  post  before  he  was  regularly  relieved,  and 
visit  the  sutler  store.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  January  1st, 
1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘visit  the  sutler 
store,’  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto;  of  the  excepted  words  ‘Not 
Guilty.’  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him ,’’  Private  Martin  Dwyer , 
Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

2d.  Private  Joseph  W.  Davis,  Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Joseph  W.  Davis,  Company  ‘H,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal  and  carry  away  from  the 
company  quarters,  and  appropriate  to  his  own  use,  one  (1)  blan¬ 
ket  and  two  (2)  shirts,  the  property  of  Private  Robert  A.  Bowers, 
Company  ‘H,’  2d  Cavalry,  of  the  value  of  $5.00,  more  or  less. 
All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  Decem¬ 
ber,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.”  . 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words  ‘feloniously,’  and 
‘  steal,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  ‘conduct  preju¬ 
dicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.’  ” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Joseph  W.  Davis, 
Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  he  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge 
of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months .” 
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11.. . The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
Martin  Dwyer,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Joseph  W.  Davis,  Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved. 
In  view  of  the  length  of  time  the  prisoner  has  been  in  confinement,  the 
sentence  is  remitted.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored 
to  duty. 

111.. . The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  .by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  252,  series  of 
1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Sweitzer, 
2d  Cavalry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


■K.!  .  fi  r  ■  C.H 

. 

. 

■ 

:  •  '  -  •  r T  ^ 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Corporal  William  Lawless,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  John  M.  Curtiss,  Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Michael  Bryant,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

4.  Private  James  Devenport,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

5.  1st  Sergeant  Gustav  Klein,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

6.  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry. 

7.  Private  Thomas  Whalen,  Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  March  31,  1874. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  25.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  I).  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  256,  series 
of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel 
W.  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Corporal  William  Lawless,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Corporal  William  Lawless,  Company 
‘G,’  7th  Cavalry,  did  take,  steal,  and  carry  away,  and  unlawfully 
appropriate  to  his  own  use,  from  a  tent  occupied  by  Chief  Trum¬ 
peter  Peter  Wilson,  7tli  Cavalry,  six  (6)  woolen  blankets,  ten 
(10)  new  white  linen  shirts,  and  other  clothing,  valued  at  $50.00, 
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the  property  of  said  Chief  Trumpeter  Peter  Wilson,  7th  Cavalry. 
This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day 
of  November,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this :  that  lie,  Corporal  William  Lawless,  Company 
‘G,’  7th  Cavalry,  did  take,  steal,  and  carry  away,  and  unlawfully 
appropriate  to  his  own  use,  from  a  tent  occupied  by  Chief  Trum¬ 
peter  Peter  Wilson,  7th  Cavalry,  one  (1)  gold  breastpin,  and 
one  (1)  set  gold  sleeve  buttons  and  studs,  valued  at  $90.00,  the 
property  of  said  Chief  Trumpeter  Peter  Wilson,  7th  Cavalry. 
This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day 
of  November,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  Corporal  William  Lawless,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘G,’  7th  Cavalry,  did  take,  steal,  and  unlawfully  appropri¬ 
ate  to  his  own  use,  from  the  tent  occupied  by  Chief  Trumpeter 
Peter  Wilson,  7th  Cavalry,  certain  clothing,  &c.,  the  private 
property  of  Chief  Trumpeter  Peter  Wilson,  valued  at  fifty  dollars 
($50.00),  and  did  conceal,  or  cause  to  be  concealed  in  a  box 
belonging  to  him  the  said  Corporal  William  Lawless,  one  (1) 
pocket-handkerchief,  marked  Peter  Wilson,  and  ‘my  love  for 
you,’  the  property  of  Chief  Trumpeter  Peter  Wilson.  This  at 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of 
November,  1873.” 

Specification  IV. — “In  this:  that  he,  Corporal  William  Lawless,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘G,’  7th  Cavalry,  did  take,  steal,  and  carry  away,  from  the 
tent  of  Chief  Trumpeter  Peter  Wilson,  7th  Cavalry,  and  unlaw¬ 
fully  appropriate  to  his  own  use,  six  (6)  woolen  blankets,  the 
property  of  said  Chief  Trumpeter  Peter  Wilson,  7th  Cavalry, 
and  did  offer  them  for  sale  to  two  citizens,  named  Charles  Brush 
and  Charles  Caldwell.  This  in  the  store  of  the  post  trader  at 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  I).  T.,  on  or  about  the  21st  day  of  No¬ 
vember,  1873.  All  this  at  the  post  of  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Additional  Charge — “  Receiving  stolen  property.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Corporal  William  Lawless,  Company 
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‘G,’  7th  Cavalry,  did,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  November, 
1873,  feloniously  receive  and  keep  possession  of  various  articles 
of  stolen  property,  belonging  to  Chief  Trumpeter  Peter  Wilson, 
7th  Cavalry,  with  the  view  of  appropriating  the  same  to  his  own 
use  and  benefit.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  date  specified.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  4th  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Additional  Charge. 
To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  4th  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Additional  Charge. 
Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Corporal  William  Lawless, 
Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 


2d.  Private  John  M.  Curliss,  Company  “A,”  6tli  Infantry. 


Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  M.  Curliss,  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by.  1st  Sergeant  Harry 
Hudson,  Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  to  the  guard-house,  did  fail 
to  obey  said  order,  until  carried  forcibly  to  the  same.  This  at 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  November  20th, 
1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  M.  Curliss,  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  did  use  insulting  and  abusive  language  to 
1st  Sergeant  Harry  Hudson,  Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  using 

the  following  words,  to  wit :  ‘You  are  a  damn  son-of-a-b - ,  and 

I  will  get  square  with  you,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort 
Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  November  20th,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  John  M.  Curliss,  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  while  being  carried  to  the  guard-house  by  1st 
Sergeant  Harry  Hudson,  Privates  Studer  and  DuflfJ  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  did  kick  1st  Sergeant  Harry  Hudson  twice, 
severely  in  the  stomach.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
November  20th,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 

follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
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Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  M.  CuvUkk, 

Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ten  dollars 

<  $10.00)  of- his  monthly  pay  per  month,  for  three  (3)  months.” 

3d.  Private  Michael  Bryant,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Michael  Bryant,  Company 
‘A,’  7th  Cavalry,  being  disorderly  in  the  mess-room  of  his  troop, 
did,  when  ordered  to  be  confined  by  1st  Sergeant  James  Young, 
Company  ‘A,’  7  th  Cavalry,  resist  and  strike  the  said  1st  Sergeant 
Young,  using  the  following  words,  to  wit:  ‘  You  bastard  son-of- 

a-b - ,’  meaning  the  aforesaid  1st  Sergeant  Young;  Sergeant 

Young  being  at  the  time  in  the  lawful  execution  of  his  office. 
All  this  at  Elizabethtown,  Ky.,  on  or  about  the  23d  day  of  Feb¬ 
ruary,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  Private  Michael  Bryant,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  being  disorderly  in  the  mess-room  of  his  company, 
did,  when  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant  James  Young,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  to  be  confined,  resist,  break  away,  and  escape  from 
the  non-commissioned  officer  who  was  ordered  to  confine  him. 
All  this  at  Elizabethtown,  Ky.,  on  or  about  the  23d  of  Feb¬ 
ruary,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification , — “In  this:  that  Private  Michael  Bryant,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  troop  and  post,  with¬ 
out  proper  authority,  on  the  23d  day  of  February,  1873,  and  did 
remain  absent  until  apprehended  and  brought  back  by  a  guard 


sent  in  pursuit  of  him  on  the  same  day.  All  this  at  Elizabeth¬ 
town,  Ky.,  on  or  about  the  23d  day  of  February,  1873.’' 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Bryant, 
Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  per  month,  for  the  period  of  three  months 


4th.  Private  James  Devenport,  Company  “A,”  7  th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 
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Specification. — “In:  that  Private  James  Devenport,  Company  ‘A,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did  assault  Private  Edward  King,  Company  ‘A,’  7th 
Cavalry,  in  the  quarters  of  his  company,  by  choking  him  with 
his  hand,  and  did  cock  and  point  a  loaded  revolver  at  said  King, 
threatening  at  the  same  time  to  kill  him,  thereby  endangering  the 
lives  of  several  other  men  in  the  company  quarters  at  the  time. 
This  at  the  Cavalry  Barracks,  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  18tli  of  November,  1873.” 

Charge  II.— “Absence  without  leave.” 


Specification  I. — “In:  that  Private  James  Devenport,  Company  ‘A,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did  absent  himself  from  afternoon  stables  of  his  com¬ 
pany,  on  the  18th  of  November,  1873,  without  proper  authority 
from  his  Commanding  Officer.  This  at  Cavalry  Barracks,  Fort 
Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the  18th  of  November,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In:  that  Private  James  Devenport,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  was  absent  from  tattoo  roll-call  on  the  night  of  the 
18th,  and  from  reveille  roll-call  on  the  19th  of  November,  1873, 
without  authority  from  his  Commanding  Officer.  This  at  Cav¬ 
alry  Barracks,  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
date  above  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the 
accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Devenporl , 
Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  one  month'' 


5tli.  1st  Sergeant  Gustav  Klein,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry, 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline,” 

Specification. — “  In :  that  1st  Sergeant  Gustav  Klein,  ‘F’  Company,  7th 
Cavalry,  did  take  from  the  company  stables  four  public  horses, 
for  which  Captain  George  W.  Yates  is  responsible,  without 
proper  authority.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the 
8th  day  of  February,  1874,” 

Charge  II. — “  Disobedience  of  orders,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order 
and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  1st  Sergeant  Gustav  Klein,  ‘F’  Company,  7tli 
Cavalry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  Company  Commander, 
Captain  George  W.  Yates,  7th  Cavalry,  to  unharness  and  rej 
turn  to  the  company  stables  four  public  horses,  for  which  Captain 
George  W.  Yates  is  responsible,  and  which  he,  the  said  Sergeant 
Klein  had  hitched  to  a  sleigh,  did  fail  to  obey  the  said  order  and 
did  drive  away  from  the  company  stables  with  the  said  four 
horses,  in  willful  disobedience  to  the  said  order.  This  at  Fort 
Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the  8th  day  of  February,  1874.” 
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Charge  III. — “Drunkenness,  to  tlie  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili¬ 
tary  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  1st  Sergeant  Gustav  Klein,  ‘F’  Company,  7th 
Cavalry,  was  so  much  under  the  influence  of  liquor  during  after¬ 
noon  stables  of  his  company,  as  to  be  incapable  of  properly  per¬ 
forming  his  duty.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on 
the  8th  day  of  February,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  III. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  III. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  1st  Sergeant  Gustav  Klein, 
Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  be  reduced  to  the  rank  of  a  private 
soldier,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10)  dollars  of  his  monthly 
pay  per  month,  for  five  (5)  months.” 

6th.  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company 
‘B,’  6th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and 
post,  without  proper  authority,  from  January  26th,  1874,  until 
January  30th,  1874.  All  this  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  S.  Duggan, 
Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  two  months.” 


7th.  Private  Thomas  Whalen,  Company  “B,”  6tli  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Neglect  of  duty.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Whalen,  Company  ‘B,’ 
6tli  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  as  room  police  in 
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the  quartet’s  of  his  company,  tl  id  absent  himself  from  his  quarters 
and  company,  from  9  o’clock  A.  m.,  January  30th,  1874,  until 
the  afternoon  of  January  30th,  1874,  thereby  neglecting  his 
duty.  All  this  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
time  and  date  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Whalen, 
Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  eight  (8) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  one  month.” 


II. ..The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Corporal 
William  Lawless,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  arrest  and  restoration  to 
duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  M.  Ourliss,  Company  “  A,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Up¬ 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Court  the  sentence  is  remitted.  He  will 
be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of  Pri¬ 
vates  Michael  Bryant  and  James  Devenport,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  and  James  S.  Duggan  and  Thomas  Whalen,  Company  “B,”  6th 
Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  They 
will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  1st 
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Sergeant  Gustav  Klein,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  In 
view  of  the  recommendation  of  the  Court,  so  much  of  the  sentence  as 
relates  to  forfeiture  of  pay,  is  remitted.  As  thus  mitigated  the  sentence 
will  be  duly  executed.  lie  will  be  released  from  arrest  and  restored  to 
duty  as  a  private. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Harvey  A .  Fox,  Company  “  D,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  David  C.  Dawsey,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  Peter  Stevenson,  Company  “D,”  7tli  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  18th,  1874. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  26.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Totten. 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  240,  series  of  1873, 

from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  L.  C.  Hunt, 

20th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Harvey  A.  Fox,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Haney  A.  Fox,  ‘D’  Company, 
7th  Cavalry,  did,  while  on  detached  service  as  teamster  in 
Quartermaster’s  Department  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  visit,  in  com¬ 
pany  with  several  other  soldiers,  the  town  of  Jamestown,  D.  T.. 
and  while  there  did  engage  in  a  drunken  brawl,  or  fight,  and  did 
fire  one  or  more  shots  from  a  pistol ;  in  which  brawl,  or  fight. 
Private  Frank  Donohue,  ‘D’  Company,  7tli  Cavalry,  was  severe¬ 
ly  wounded,  and  the  lives  of  the  citizens  of  the  place  put  in  jeop¬ 
ardy.  All  this  at  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  November 
13th,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.”  . 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  Private  Haney  A.  Fox, 
Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2d.  Private  David  C.  Dawsey,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  David  C.  Dawsey,  ‘D’  Com¬ 
pany,  7th  Cavalry,  did,  while  on  detached  service  as  teamster  in 
Quartermaster’s  Department,  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  visit,  in  com¬ 
pany  with  several  other  soldiers,  the  town  of  Jamestown,  D.  T., 
and  while  there  did  engage  in  a  drunken  brawl,  or  fight,  and  did 
fire  one  or  more  shots  from  a  pistol ;  in  which  brawl,  or  fight, 
Private  Frank  Donohue,  ‘D’  Company,  7th  Cavalry,  was  severe¬ 
ly  wounded,  and  the  lives  of  the  citizens  of  the  place  put  in 
jeopardy.  All  this  at  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  November 
13th,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  with  the  exception  of  the  words,  ‘and 
did  fire  one  or  more  shots  from  a  pistol and  to  the  excepted  words,  Not 
Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 
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Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  with  the  exception  of  the  words,  ‘and 
did  fire  one  or  more  shots  from  a  pistol and  of  the  excepted  words, 
Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  David  C.  Dawsey, 
Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ten  (10)  dollars  of 
his  monthly  pay,  for  three  (3)  months.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient  on  account 
of  the  long  time  which  the  prisoner  has  been  confined  in  the  post  guard¬ 
house.” 

3d.  Private  Peter  Stevenson,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Peter  Stevenson.  ‘D’  Company, 
7th  Cavalry,  did,  while  on  detached  service  as  teamster  in  the 
Quartermaster’s  Department,  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  visit,  in  com¬ 
pany  with  several  other  soldiers,  the  town  of  J amestown,  D.  T., 
and  while  there  did  engage  in  a  drunken  brawl,  or  fight,  and  did 
fire  one  or  more  shots  from  a  pistol ;  in  which  brawl,  or  fight, 
Private  Frank  Donohue,  ‘D’  Company,  7th  Cavalry,  was  severe¬ 
ly  wounded,  and  the  lives  of  the  citizens  of  the  place  put  in 
jeopardy.  All  this  at  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  November 
13th,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  with  the  exception  of  the  words,  ‘and 
did  fire  one  or  more  shots  from  a  pistol and  to  the  excepted  words, 
Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 
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Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  with  the  exception  of  the  words,  1  and 
did  fire  one  or  more  shots  from  a  pistol and  of  the  excepted  words, 
Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Peter  Stevenson, 
Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ten  [  10)  dollars  of 
his  monthly  pay,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined  in  the  post  guard¬ 
house  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of  thirty 
(30)  days.” 


II. ..The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
Harvey  A.  Fox.  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  David  C.  Dawsey,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Peter  Stevenson,  Company  “D,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  In 
consideration  of  the  length  of  time  the  prisoner  has  been  confined,  so 
much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement,  is  remitted.  As  thus- 
mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released 
from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Tim.  Sullivan,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Thomas  Higgins,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  Joseph  Brass,  Company  “  II,”  17th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  James  T.  Seedcs,  Company  “  A,”  6th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  Moses  Hyatt,  Company  “D,”  17th  Infantry. 

6.  Private  Peter  Sparks,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

7.  Private  Michael  McDonald,  Company  “D,”  17th  Infantry. 

8.  Private  Milo  IF.  Campbell,  Company  “  D,”  17th  Infantry. 

9.  Private  Michael  Burke  alias  Georye  McDermott,  Company  “I,” 

5th  Artillery. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  20th,  1874. 

General  Orders  \ 

No.  27.  i 

I. ..Before  a  General  Conrt  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No. 
256,  series  of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant 
Colonel  W.  P.  Cardin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned 
and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Tim.  Sullivan,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Disobedience  of  orders,  and  conduct  prejudicial  to  good 
order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Tim.  Sullivan,  Company  ‘B,’  7th  U.S. 
Cavalry,  a  member  of  the  main  guard  on  the  6th  instant,  did  per¬ 
mit  six  (6)  teamsters  to  take  six  (6)  mules  from  a  train  over 
which  he  was  doing  guard  duty;  which  was  contrary  to  his  special 
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instructions.  This  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the  6th  (lay  of 
January,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  substituting  the  word  and  figure 
‘three  (3),’  for  the  word  and  figure  ‘six  (6),’  immediately  before  the 
word  ‘mules.’” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  substituting  the  word  and  figure 
‘  three  (3),’  for  the  word  and  figure  ‘six  (6),’  immediately  before  the 
word  ‘mules.’” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Tim.  Sullivan, 
Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United,  States  five  (5) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  the  period  of  one  month." 


2d.  Private  Thomas  Higgins,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Thomas  Higgins,  ‘F’  Company,  7tli 
Cavalry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and  quarters,  from 
reveille,  on  the  18th  day  of  November,  1873,  and  did  remain 
absent  until  ten  o’clock  A.  m.,  November  18th,  1873.  This  at 
Cavalry  Barracks,  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the  18th  day  of 
November,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  44tli  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Thomas  Higgins,  ‘F’  Company,  7th 
Cavalry,  after  having  been  regularly  detailed  as  a  member  of  a 
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fatigue  party  of ‘F’  Company,  7th  Cavalry,  and  ordered  to  report  at 
fatigue  call,  (7.45  A.  M.,)  at  Headquarters  Cavalry  Barracks,  Fort 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the  18th  day  of  November,  1873,  did  fail  to 
report.  This  at  Cavalry  Barracks,  Fort  A .  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the 
18th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

Charge  III. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  Private  Thomas  Higgins,  ‘F’  Company,  7th 
Cavalry,  did  use  the  following  language  to  Acting  1st  Sergeant 
Gustav  Klein,  ‘  F  ’  Company,  7th  Cavalry,  he  being  in  the  proper 
execution  of  his  duty,  to  wit:  ‘You  are  a  white  livered  son-of- 

a-b - ,  and  I  can  and  will  lick  you,’  or  words  to  that  effect,  and 

did  attempt  to  strike  the  said  Sergeant  Klein.  This  in  the 
quartern  of  ‘F’  Company,  7th  Cavalry,  at  Cavalry  Barracks, 
Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  between  the  horn's  of  3  and  4  o’clock  p.  m., 
on  the  18th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  Private  Thomas  Higgins,  ‘F’  Company, 
7th  Cavalry,  whilst  in  charge  of  the  post  guard,  and  visiting 
the  company  quartern  for  the  purpose  of  getting  his  dinner,  did 
make  an  assault  and  strike  with  his  hand  Sergeant  Gustav  Klein, 
without  cause  or  provocation.  This  whilst  he,  the  said  Sergeant 
Klein  was  acting  as  1st  Sergeant,  and  was  passing  through  the 
company  quarters  in  the  execution  of  his  duty.  This  at  Cavalry 
Barracks,  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the  19th  day  of  November, 
1873.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 
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Charge  III. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words  ‘and  did  at¬ 
tempt  to  strike  the  said  Sergeant  Klein;’  and  of  the  excepted  words 
Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guility,  substituting  the  word  ‘kick  ’  for  the 
words  ‘strike  with  his  hand.’” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Higgins, 
Company  “F,”  7tli  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  six  (6)  months, 
and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  a  guard,  for  the  period  of 
four  (4)  months.” 

3d.  Private  Joseph  Brass,  Company  “H,”  17tli  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Joseph  Brass,  Company  ‘H,’ 
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17th  Infantry,  was  drunk  and  disorderly  in  the  quarters  of  his 
company,  on  the  8th  day  of  February,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  and  on  or  about  the  date  above  specified.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Joseph  Brass,  Company 
‘H,’  17th  Infantry,  while  being  taken  to  the  guard-house  by 
Corporal  Branch  Hardy,  Company  ‘H,’  17th  Infantry,  did  make 
use  of  the  following  insulting  language  to  the  said  Corporal  Hardy, 

to  wit:  ‘You  damn  son-of-a-b - ,’  or  words  to  that  effect;  the 

said  Corporal  Hardy  being  then  in  the  execution  of  his  duty. 
This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  and  on  or  about  the  8tli 
day  of  February,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Joseph  Brass, 
Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  for  one  month,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard  labor 
under  charge  of  a  guard,  for  thirty  (30)  days.” 

4th.  Private  James  T.  Seedes,  Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  T.  Seedes,  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  did  enter  the  squad-room  of  Company  ‘A,’ 
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6tli  Infantry,  on  the  evening  of  February  4th,  1874,  and  did  use 
the  following  language:  ‘You  are  a  lot  of  God  damn  sons-of- 

b - ,  and  will  not  give  me  fair  play;  two  of  you  jumped  on 

me  in  Buford,  D.  T.,  and  kicked  me ;  one  is  still  in  the  company ; 
the  other  is  in  hell’s  flames,  burning  I  hope and  did  repeat  the 
above  language  a  number  of  times.  This  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  the  date  above  specified.” 

Specification  II.— “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  T.  Seedes,  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  Corporal  Henry  Shall, 
Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  to  keep  still  and  not  use  foul  lan¬ 
guage,  did  fail  to  do  so,  but  did  maliciously  and  without  provoca¬ 
tion  strike  Private  George  Goldstein,  Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry, 
with  his  fist  in  the  face,  thereby  inflicting  a  painful  wound. 
This  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  February  4th,  1874.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  James  T.  Seedes,  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  having' been  ordered  by  Corporal  Henry 
Shall,  Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  to  the  guard-house,  he — Cor¬ 
poral  Shall — being  at  the  time  in  the  lawful  execution  of  his 
duty  ;  while  on  the  way  he  asked  Corporal  Shall  to  allow  him  to 
stop  and  fix  his  scarf  on  his  neck,  and  instead  of  fixing  his  scarf, 
deliberately  struck  the  said  Corporal  in  the  face  and  kicked  him 
severely  on  the  head,  thereby  resisting  Corporal  Shall  in  the 
execution  of  his  duty,  and  refusing  to  go  to  the  guard-house  un¬ 
til  forcibly  carried  to  the  same.  This  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
February  4th,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 
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Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  T.  Seedes, 
Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten 
(10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to 
he  confined  under  charge  of  the  yunrd  at  hard  labor,  during  the  same 
period .” 


5th.  Private  Moses  Hyatt,  Company  “D,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili¬ 
tary  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Moses  Hyatt,  Company  ‘D,’ 
17th  Infantry,  being  on  duty  as  a  sentinel,  did,  after  taking  Pri¬ 
vate  Nils  Olsen,  Company  ‘D,’  17th  Infantry,  a  prisoner  in 
charge  of  the  guard,  to  the  sink,  allow  the  said  prisoner  to  go  to 
a  place  where  he  had  concealed  a  stolen  watch,  and  a  certain 
amount  of  stolen  money,  and  did  allow  the  said  prisoner  in  his 
presence  to  take  from  the  place  where  he  had  concealed  it,  the 
above  named  watch  and  money,  and  did  receive  the  same  from 
the  said  prisoner  and  did  keep  the  same  in  his  possession  until 
the  following  day.  This  at  or  near  Camp  Hancock,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  17th  and  18th  of  November,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Moses  Hyatt,  Company  ‘D,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did,  while  a  member  of  his  post  guard,  receive 
from  Private  Nils  Olsen,  Company  ‘D,’  17th  Infantry,  a  prison¬ 
er  in  charge  of  the  guard,  a  silver  watch  and  one  hundred  and 
fifteen  (115)  dollars,  in  money,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been 
stolen  by  the  said  Private  Olsen,  and  did  keep  the  same  in  his 
possession  until  the  following  day,  and  did  not  deliver  the  same 
to  his  Company  Commander,  and  did  neglect  to  report  to  him 
the  fact  of  his  having  the  property,  until  after,  as  he  declared,  he 
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had  learned  that  Private  Olsen  had  confessed  to  his  crime.  All 
this  at  Camp  Hancock,  D.  T.,  on  the  17th  and  18th  days  of  No¬ 
vember,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the 
accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  as  far  as  to  include  the  first  word 
1  money find  the  facts  as  stated  in  the  remainder  of  the  specification, 
but  attach  no  criminality  thereto.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘a  silver  watch,’ 
and  ‘knowing  the  same  to  have  been  stolen  by  the  said  Private  Olsen,’ 
but  attach  no  criminality  thereto;  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not 
Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Moses  Hyatt,  Com¬ 
pany  “D,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  three  (3)  dol¬ 
lars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  one  month.” 

6th.  Private  Peter  Sparks,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Disobedience  of  orders,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order 
and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Peter  Sparks,  ‘F’  Company,  7th 
Cavalry,  having  been  directed  by  Sergeant  Michael  Keeney, 
‘F’  Company,  7tli  Cavalry,  who  was  in  the  proper  execution  of 
his  office,  to  move  certain  boxes  in  the  company  quarters,  did  fail 
to  obey  said  order,  and  did  reply  in  words  as  follows:  ‘Goto 
hell  you,  God  damn  pimp, - ,’  or  words  to  that 
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effect.  This  at  cavalry  barracks,  Fort  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  17th  day  of  January,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘and  did  reply  in 

words,  as  follows:  ‘Go  to  hell,  you  God  damn  pimp, - 

or  words  to  that  effect;’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Peter  Sparks, 
Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United,  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.’' 

7th.  Private  Michael  McDonald,  Company  “D,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Michael  McDonald,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘D,’  17th  Infantry,  did  go,  at  about  the  hour  of  midnight, 
to  the  house  of  one  Mary  Mitchell,  and  demand  admittance, 
which  being  refused  did  threaten  to  shoot  the  said  Mary  Mitchell, 
and  did  forcibly  break  open  the  door  and  enter  her  house.  This 
at  or  near  Camp  Hancock,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  20tli  day  of 
December,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Michael  McDonald,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘D,’  17th  Infantry,  having  feloniously  broken  into  the 
house  of  Mary  Mitchell,  as  set  forth  in  the  preceding  specifica- 
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tion,  did  attempt  to  force  her,  the  said  Mary  Mitchell,  to  carnal 
connection  with  himself,  and  did  seize  hold  of  her  with  violence 
and  did  threaten  to  stab  her  with  an  open  knife  which  he  held 
in  his  hand,  if  she  did  not  yield  her  person  to  his  demand.  This 
at  or  near  Camp  Hancock,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of 
December,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  McDon¬ 
ald,  Company  “D,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten 
(10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month,  for  nine  (9)  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period 

8th.  Private  Milo  W.  Campbell,  Company  “D,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification, — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Milo  W.  Campbell,  Company 
‘D,’  17th  Infantry,  did  in  company  with  Private  Michael  Mc¬ 
Donald,  of  the  same  company  and  regiment,  at  about  the  hour 
of  midnight,  forcibly  enter  the  house  of  Mary  Mitchell,  and  did 
violently  seize  hold  of  Louise  Peeker,  and  did  with  threats  and 
violence  attempt  to  force  her  to  carnal  connection  with  himself. 
This  at  or  near  Camp  Hancock,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  20th  day 
of  December,  1873.” 
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To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Private  Milo  IF.  Camp¬ 
bell,  Company  “D,”  17th  Infantry. 


9th.  Private  Michael  Burke  alias  George  McDermott,  Company  “I,” 

5th  Artillery. 

Charge  I. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Private  Michael  Burke  alias  George  McDermott, 
Company  ‘I,’  5th  Artillery,  attached  to  Company  ‘A,’  7tli  Cav¬ 
alry,  did  absent  himself  from  reveille  roll-call  on  the  18th  of 
February,  1874,  of  Company  ‘A,’  7th  Cavalry,  to  which  he  is 
attached  for  duty,  without  proper  authority  from  his  Command¬ 
ing  Officer.  This  at  the  cavalry  barracks,  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  date  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — -“Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In:  that  Private  Michael  Burke  alias  George  McDer¬ 
mott,  Company  ‘I,’  5th  Artillery,  when  ordered  to  be  confined 
by  1st  Sergeant  William  Heyn,  Company  ‘A,’  7th  Cavalry,  he, 
the  said  Burke  alias  George  McDermott,  did  shake  his  fist  in  the 
face  of  the  said  1st  Sergeant  Heyn,  and  at  the  same  time  threaten 
him,  the  said  1st  Sergeant  Heyn,  in  following  words,  to  wit: 

‘  Heyn,  you  Dutch  son-of-a-b - ,  you  can’t  take  me  to  the  guard¬ 

house,  I  can  whip  you,’  the  said  1st  Sergeant  being  at  the  time 
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in  lawful  execution  of  his  office. 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D  T  on 
1874.” 


This  at  the  cavalry  barracks, 
or  about  the  18th  of  February, 


SpecfiMo.il  I„;  that  PnvMe  MM  Burke  ,li,s  George  Me 
V  «"■  Artillery,  when  orde,ed  t0  £  ^ 

«ned  by  let  Serge.nl  WiUUmHeyn.eon.p.ny  -.4,-  7th  Cavalry 

to  wh,eh  compeny  the  ...id  Sort,  alia,  George  MeBermou  J 
attached  for  duty,  did  threaten  the  .aid  let  Se.ge.nt  Heyn,’  in 
following  words,  to  wit,  ‘Heyn,  I  can  whip  you,  yon  .„n.rf.a, 

,b~j, 1  “•  “"k  '*«  I  »»  -yi„g,  so  e,„  i, 

against  me  on  a  court  martial/  the  said  1st  Sergeant  beinsr  at 
t  le  time  in  the  lawful  execution  of  his  office.  This  at  cavalry 

&^braham  LincoIn’ D- T- on  or  *■* *•  **  5 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

folfowlf0”"  1'‘Vi"S  mi",rely  “n’idered  the  “»  »m«d  a. 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Burke 
alias  George  McDermott,  Company  “I,”  5th  Artillery,  attached  to  Com¬ 
pany  ‘A,’  7th  Cayalry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of 
the  (fuard,  for  three  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  ( 1 0)  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay  per  month,  for  the  same  period .” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Tim.  Sullivan,  Company  “B,”  Thomas  Higgins  and  Peter 
Sparks,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry,  Joseph  Brass,  Company  “H,”  and 
Moses  Hyatt  and  Michael  McDonald,  Company  “D,”  17th  Infantry, 
James  T.  Seedes,  Company  “  A,”  6th  Infantry,  and  Michael  Burke  alias 
George  McDermott,  Company  “  I,”  5th  Artillery,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Private  Moses  Hyatt,  Company  “  D,” 
17th  Infantry,  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Milo 
W.  Campbell,  Company  “D,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  ivr. 


1.  Private  Alexander  Robinson,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Adolphus  Tralor,  Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  John  Wilson,  Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  William  Quay,  Company  ‘‘H,”  17th  Infantry. 

5.  Sergeant  William  Hall,  Company  “  L,”  7 tli  Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  21s/,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  28.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No. 
256,  series  of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant 
Colonel  W.  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned 
and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Alexander  Robinson,  Company  “A,”  7tli  Cavalry. 
Charge. — “Violation  of  the  50th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Alexander  Robinson,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  having  been  regularly  detailed,  and  on  duty  as  a 
member  of  the  stable  guard  of  his  company,  did,  without  urgent 
necessity  or  permission  of  his  Commanding  Officer,  quit  his 
guard  on  the  evening  of  the  16th  of  February,  1874,  and  did 
remain  absent  until  the  evening  of  the  19th  of  February,  1874. 
This  at  cavalry  barracks,  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.',  on  or 
about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  in  as  far  as  it  alleges  absence 
without  leave  from  the  16th  of  February  until  the  19th  of  February; 
but  of  the  remainder  of  the  specification,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘and  on  duty,’ 
and  ‘guard,’  and  substituting  for  the  word  ‘guard,’  the  word  ‘com¬ 
pany,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Private  Alexinder  Rob¬ 
inson,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2d.  Private  Adolphus  Tralor,  Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge.— “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Adolphus  Tralor,  Company 
‘H,’  17th  Infantry,  did  enter  the  quarters  of  Company  ‘A,’  6th 
Infantry,  in  a  state  of  intoxication,  and  did  behave  in  a  disor¬ 
derly  manner,  and  when  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant  Harry  Hudson, 
Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  to  desist,  did  make  use  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  language,  in  an  insulting  manner,  to  wit:  ‘Are  you  a 
friend  of  Sergeant  Nolan  ?  if  so,  you  both  ought  to  be  placed  in 
a  sack  together,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  March  4tli,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Adolphus  Tralor,  Company 
‘H,’  17tli  Infantry,  having  been  placed  out  of  the  quarters  of 
Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  and  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant  Harry 
.  Hudson,  Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  to  go  to  his  company  and 
behave  himself,  did  fail  to  obey  said  order,  but  did  immediately 
return  to  said  quarters.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
March  4th,  1874.” 


To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Adolphus  Tralor, 
Company  “II, ”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  one  month.” 


3d.  Private  John  Wilson,  Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  John  Wilson,  Company  ‘II,’  17th 
Infantry,  did  feloniously  take  and  steal  from  the  person  of  Pri¬ 
vate  David  McAllister,  of  Company  *H,’  17th  Infantry,  a  pocket- 
book,  containing  the  sum  of  seven  dollars,  more  or  less.  This  at 
Pleasant  Grove  Point,  D.  T.,  near  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  February,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,"  Private  John  Wilson, 
Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry. 

4th.  Private  William  Quay,  Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.”’ 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  Private  William  Quay,  Company  ‘II,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did  without  permission  from  proper  authority, 
absent  himself  from  the  tattoo  roll-call  of  the  company,  and  re¬ 
main  absent  until  on  or  about  9  o’clock  r.  m.,  on  the  28th  day  of 
January,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  and  on 
or  about  the  date  above  specified.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  Private  William  Quay,  Company  ‘II,’ 
17th  Infantry,  upon  returning  to  his  quarters  on  or  about  9  o’clock 
p.  M.,  on  the  28th  day  of  January,  1874,  when  told  by  Sergeant 
George  Kohule,  Company  ‘H,’  17th  Infantry,  that  he  the  said 
Sergeant  Kohule  had  orders  to  confine  him,  again  left  his 
quarters  without  authority  and  in  opposition  to  the  orders  of  the 
said  Sergeant,  who  directed  him  to  remain.  This  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  and  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  January, 
1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  Quay, 
Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month,  for  three  months.” 


5th.  Sergeant  William  Hall,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification.— “In:  that  Sergeant  William  Hall,  Company  ‘L,’  7th 
Cavalry,  was  absent  from  guard-mount  the  19th  February, 
and  until  the  21st  February,  without  any  authority  from  his  Post 
or  Company  Commander,  and  remained  so  absent  until  arrested 
by  order  of  the  Company  Commander.  This  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In :  that  he,  Sergeant  William  Hall,  Company  ‘  L,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did  address  a  number  of  the  enlisted  men  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  L,’  in  the  barracks  of  said  company,  as  follows :  ‘  I  don't 

want  to  be  a  non-commissioned  officer,  I  go  away  when  I  please, 
I  invite  reduction,  and  don’t  care  a  damn  for  any  one.’  This  at 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  15th  of  January, 
1874.” 


Additional  Charge  I. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Sergeant  William  Hall,  Company  ‘L,’  7th 
Cavalry,  was  absent  from  his  company  and  post  without  proper 
authority,  from  tattoo  roll-call,  February  2d,  until  reveille  roll- 
call,  February  4th,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Additional  Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order 
and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In:  that  Sergeant  William  Hall,  Company  ‘L,’  7th 
Cavalry,  when  spoken  to  by  his  Company  Commander,  1st 


Lieutenant  J.  F.  Weston,  7th  Cavalry,  about  his  absence  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  2d  and  3d,  1874,  did  promise  him,  1st  Lieutenant  J.  F. 
Weston,  7th  Cavalry,  Commanding  Company  ‘L,’  that  his  un¬ 
lawful  absence  would  not  occur  again;  did  absent  himself  with¬ 
out  leave,  and  remain  absent  from  guard -mount  February  19th, 
until  the  afternoon  of  February  21,  1874,  when  arrested  and  re¬ 
turned  under  guard  by  order  of  his  Company  Commander,  1st 
Lieutenant  J.  F.  Weston,  7th  Cavalry.  This  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  as  above  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Additional  Charge  I. 
To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Additional  Charge  II. 
To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 
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Additional  Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.”' 

Additional  Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Sergeant  William  Hall, 
Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry,  11  To  be  reduced  to  the  rank  of  a  private 
soldier." 


II... The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  cases  of  Privates 
Alexander  Robinson ,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry,  and  John  Wilson, 
Company  “II,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders  have  already  been 
issued  for  their  release  from  confinement  and  restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  eases  of  Pri¬ 
vates  Adolphus  Tralor  and  William  Quay,  Company  “H,”  17th  Infantry, 
and  Sergeant  William  Hall,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Privates  Tralor  and  Quay 
will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty.  Sergeant  Hall 
will  be  released  from  arrest. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


' 

■ 


Gr.  C.  M 


].  Private  James  Golden,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry. 
2.  Private  Charles  Smurr,  Company  “F,”  17tli  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  29th,  1874. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  29.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  41, 
current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  E.  P. 
Pearson,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  James  Golden,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  James  Golden,  Company  ‘F,’  17th 
Infantry,  being  stationed  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  did  cross 
the  Red  River  of  the  North,  and  go  over  into  the  town  of  Mac- 
Cauleyville,  Minn.,  in  violation  of  Post  Orders  No.  28,  dated 
November  8th,  1873,  as  follows : 

‘Headquarters,  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T., 
November  8 th,  1873. 

‘General  Orders! 

No.  28.  / 

‘All  enlisted  men,  except  Indian  scouts,  are  prohibited  to  cross  the 
Red  River  without  a  written  pass  from  the  Commanding  Officer,  or  from 
the  Commanding  Officer  of  their  respective  company. 


‘  By  Order  op  Colonel  Crittenden. 
‘(Signed,)  ‘h.  s.  howe, 

'  1st  Lieutenant,  Ylth  Infantry , 

*  Acting  Post  Adjutant.’ 
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All  this  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  February,  1874,  between  the 
hours  of  3  o’clock  and  6  o’clock  p.  m.,  at  and  near  the  post  of 
Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  James  Golden,  Company  ' F,’  17th 
Infantry,  did  go  from  his  station,  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  over 
the  Red  River  of  the  North,  into  the  town  of  MacCauleyville, 
Minn.,  and  did  become  greatly  intoxicated,  and  did  disturb  the 
peace  of  said  town  by  engaging  in  a  disgraceful  fight  with  Pri¬ 
vate  Charles  Smurr,  Company  ‘F,’  17th  Infantry,  in  a  low  dance 
house,  and  did  get  beaten  and  injured  in  said  fight,  so  as  to  be 
incapacitated  for  any  duty  whatever,  making  it  necessary  to 
carry  him,  the  said  Golden ,  to  the  post  hospital  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  and  there  care  for  him.  All  this  at  MacCauley¬ 
ville,  Minn.,  and  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th 
day  of  February,  1874,  between  the  hours  of  3  o’clock  and  6 
o’clock  p.  M.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 
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Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Golden, 
Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  a  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  three  (3) 
months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same 
period.” 

2d.  Private  Charles  Smurr,  Company  “  F,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Charles  Smurr,  Company  ‘F,’  17th 
Infantry,  being  stationed  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  did  cross 
the  Red  River  of  the  North,  and  go  over  into  the  town  of  Mae- 
Cauleyville,  Minn.,  in  violation  of  Post  Orders  No.  28,  dated 
November  8th,  1873,  as  follows: 


Headquarters,  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T., 
November  8tA,  1873. 


General  Orders 


No.  28.  / 

‘All  enlisted  men,  except  Indian  scouts,  are  prohibited  to  cross  the 
Red  River  without  a  written  pass  from  the  Commanding  Officer,  or  from 
the  Commanding  Officer  of  their  respective  company. 


‘By  Order  of  Colonel  Crittenden. 
‘(Signed,)  ‘h.  s.  hove, 

‘1  it  Lieutenant ,  YJth  Infantry, 

‘  Acting  Post  Adjutant.' 


All  this  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  February,  1874,  between  the 
hours  of  3  o’clock  and  6  o’clock  p.  m.,  at  and  near  the  post  of 
Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Charles  Smurr,  Company  ‘F,’  17th 
Infantry,  did  go  from  his  station,  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  over 
the  Red  River  of  the  North,  into  the  town  of  MacCanleyville, 
Minn.,  and  did  become  more  or  less  intoxicated  or  under  the 
influence  of  intoxicating  liquor,  and  did  disturb  the  peace  of 
said  town  by  trying  to  get  into  a  fight  with  a  citizen  named  Frank 
Whalen,  and  by  entering  a  low  dance  house  and  engaging  in  a 
disgraceful  and  brutal  fight  with  Private  James  Golden,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘F,’  17th  Infantry,  beating  the  said  Golden  about  the  head 
and  face  in  a  brutal  manner.  All  this  at  MacCauleyville,  Minn., 
and  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  February  7th,  1874, 
between  the  hours  of  3  o’clock  and  6  o’clock  p.  M.” 


To  which  charges  and 

specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge.  I. 

To  the  Specification , 

“  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 

follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Smurr, 
Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dolr 
Ioms  ($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months,  and  to 
be  confined  at  hard  labor,  for  the  same  period.’' 
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II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  James  Golden  and  Charles  Smurr,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infan¬ 
try,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


- 


G.  C.  M 


1.  Private  Michael  Ahern,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Sergeant  Albert  Netherton,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Michael  Donlyn,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Isaac  Carmichael,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 

5.  Artificer  John  J.  Sweeney,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  30///,  1874. 


I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  41, 
current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L. 
Crittenden,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Michael  Ahern,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Michael  Ahern,  Private,  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did,  in  direct  violation  of  the  following  General 
Orders,  viz. : 

‘Headquarters,  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T., 
November  8 th,  1873. 

‘General  Orders! 

No.  28.  i 

‘All  enlisted  men,  except  Indian  scouts,  are  prohibited  to  cross  the 
Red  River  without  a  written  pass  from  the  Commanding  Officer,  or  from 
the  Commanding  Officer  of  their  respective  company. 


‘  By  Order  of  Colonel  Crittenden. 
‘(Signed,)  ‘h.  s.  howe, 

‘  1st  Lieutenant,  17/A  Infantry, 

'  Acting  Poet  Adjutant.' 
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cross  the  Red  River  without  permission  from  proper  authority, 
between  the  hours  of  6  and  8  o’clock  r.  m.,  February  21st,  1874. 
All  this  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  and  MacCauleyville,  Minn., 
on  the  date  above  mentioned.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification ,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Ahern, 
Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  (§10.00)  a  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months, 
and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period." 

2d.  Sergeant  Albert  Netherton,  Company  “F,”  17tli  Infantry. 
Charge. — “Violation  of  the  50th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Sergeant  Albert  Netherton,  Company  ‘F,’ 
17th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  sergeant  of  the 
guard  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  February  25th,  1874,  did 
quit  said  guard  without  authority,  and  go  to  the  quarters  of  ‘F’ 
Company,  17th  Infantry,  and  engaged  in  dancing  with  the  pri¬ 
vates  of  said  company,  and  there  remained  until  found  by  the 
officer  of  the  day.  This  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  between 
the  hours  of  6  and  7  o’clock  p.  m.,  February  25th,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Find  the  facts  as  stated  in  the  specification, 
except  the  words,  ‘  without  authority,’  and  attach  no  criminality  there¬ 
of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  Sergeant  Albert  Netherton , 
Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 

3d.  Private  Michael  Donlyn,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Drunkenness  on  duty,  in  violation  of  the  45th  Article  of 
War.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Michael  Donlyn,  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  having  been  properly  detailed  as  room  orderly,  on 
the  7th  day  of  March,  1874,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unable 
him  to  properly  perform  his  duties.  All  this  at  Fort  Abercrom¬ 
bie,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  March,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Donlyn, 
Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  a  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months,  and 
to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 


4th.  Private  Isaac  Carmichael,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 


Charge. — “  Drunkenness  on  duty,  in  violation  of  the  45th  Article  of 
War.” 

Specification. — “  In :  that  he,  Private  Isaac  Carmichael,  Company  *  F,’ 
17th  Infantry,  having  been  properly  detailed  for  guard  duty  and 
mounted  as  a  member  of  the  post  guard  at  Fort  Abercrombie, 
D.  T.,  on  the  6th  day  of  March,  1874,  did  become  so  drunk  as 
to  be  unable  to  properly  perform  his  duties.  All  this  at  Fort 
Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  day  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Isaac  Carmichael,  Private, 
Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  ( 10) 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  four  months,  and  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 

5th.  Artificer  John  J.  Sweeney,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili¬ 
tary  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Artificer  John  J.  Sweeney,  Company 
‘A,’  17th  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  mounted  as  a  member 
of  the  police  guard,  mounted  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T., 
March  8th,  1874,  and  having,  been  regularly  detailed  as  a  senti- 
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nel  over  three  (3)  prisoners,  Private  Charles  Smurr,  Company 
‘F,’  17th  Infantry,  and  Privates  Francis  M.  Hoffman  and  John 
Holland,  Company  ‘A,’  17th  Infantry,  and  ordered  by  Sergeant 
John  S.  Tunnicliff,  Company  ‘F,’  17th  Infantry,  sergeant  of  the 
police  guard,  and  at  the  time  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  to 
conduct  said  prisoners  to  the  water-closet  (near  the  guard-house) 
and  back  again  to  the  guard-house,  did  allow  two  (2)  of  said 
prisoners,  viz. :  Privates  Francis  M.  Iloffman  and  John  Holland, 
Company  ‘  A,’  17th  Infantry,  to  make  their  escape,  and  after  the 
escape  of  the  said  prisoners,  did  remark  to  Private  Simon  P. 
Laufler,  Company  ‘  F,’  17th  Infantry,  (who  was  also  a  sentinel, 
and  who  had  conducted  prisoners  to  one  of  the  water-closets,) 
‘Two  of  my  prisoners  have  escaped;’  this  uttered  in  an  ordinary 
tone  of  voice;  and  the  said  Sweeney  did  then,  and  not  until  then, 
fire  his  rifle  musket,  firing  up  in  the  air,  and  called  the  sergeant 
of  the  guard.  This  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  about  7  o’clock 
p.  m.,  March  8th,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Artificer  John  J.  Sweeney , 
Company  “A,”  17  th  Infantry. 


II... The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  cases  of  Sergeant 
Albert  Nctherton,  Company  “F,”  and  Artificer  John  J.  Sweeney,  Com¬ 
pany  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders  have  already  been 
issued  for  their  release  from  arrest  and  confinement  and  restoration  to 
duty. 


6 


The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of  Pri¬ 
vates  Michael  Ahern  and  Michael  Donlyn,  Company  “A,”  and  Isaac 
Carmichael ,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sen¬ 
tences  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Edward  Bayley,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Emmett  Bar,  Company  “H,”  7th  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  Albert  Whitenfield,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

4.  Private  John  Heimbrick,  Company  “  K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  1st,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  31.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  2,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  G.  Tilford,  7th  Cavalry,  is 
President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Edward  Bagley,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  Private  Edward  Bagley,  Company  ‘C,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did  steal,  take,  and  carry  away  from  the  post  trader’s 
establishment  at  this  post,  one  (1)  piece  of  calico,  valued  at 
$6.00,  the  property  of  William  Harmon,  post  trader.  This  at 
Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  December,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  Bagley, 
Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  five  (5)  dollars  of 
his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  five  (5)  months,  and  to  be  confined  under 
charge  of  the  guard,  doing  hard  labor,  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be 
serving,  for  the  same  period.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient  on  amount  of  the 
previous  good  character,  and  the  youthful  appearance  of  the  prisoner .” 

2d.  Private  Emmett  Bar,  Company  “H,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  38th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Emmett  Bar,  Company  ‘H,’ 
7tli  Cavalry,  did  sell  to  a  citizen,  one  John  Mulhearn,  one  army 
blanket,  which  had  been  issued  to  him  by  the  government  of  the 
U.  S.  for  his  own  use.  This  at  the  post  of  Fort  Rice,  Dakota,  on 
or  about  January  31st,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Emmett  Bar,  Company  ‘H,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Cavalry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  and  carry  away  from 
the  squad-room  of  his  company,  one  army  blanket,  the  property  of 
John  Cooper,  Private,  Company  ‘H,’  7th  Cavalry.  This  at  the 
post  of  Fort  Rice,  Dakota,  on  or  about  January  31st,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 

Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 

Charge  IT. 
“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Emmett  Bar, 
Company  “H,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laun¬ 
dress  and  company  tailor,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  for  a  period  of 
six  (6)  months ;  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  and  drummed  out  of  the 
service  of  the  United  States.” 

3d.  Private  Albert  Whitenfield,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalrv. 

Charge  I.— “Desertion.” 

Specification. — -“ In ;  that  Private  Albert  Whitenfield,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  said  service  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of 
May,  1867,  at  camp  near  Fort  Hays,  Kansas,  and  did  remain 
absent  until  apprehended  at  Sandusky,  Ohio,  on  or  about  the  7th 
day  of  July,  1873.” 

Charge  II.— "Theft.” 

Specification. — “  In ;  that  Private  Albert  Whitenfield,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  and  carry  away  the  follow- 
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ing,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  Captain 
R.  M.  West,  7th  Cavalry,  was  responsible,  viz.:  one  (1)  horse, 
valued  $65.00,  and  ordnance  stores  including  one  (1)  carbine, 
one  (1)  set  of  belts  and  cartridge  box,  one  (1)  saddle,  one  (1) 
bridle  (curb),  one  (1)  saddle  blanket,  &c.,  amounting  to  one 
hundred  and  fifty  one  98-100  dollars  ($151.98-100.)  This  at 
camp  near  Fort  Hays,  Kansas,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  May, 
1867.  (He  having  absented  himself  so  that  an  earlier  trial  has 
not  been  practicable).” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,.  Private  Albert  Whitenfield, 
Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  TJ.  S.  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the 
laundress  ;  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  TJ.  S.,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military  prison  as  the  reviewing  authority  may 
direct,  for  three  (3)  years.” 


4th.  Private  John  Heimbrick,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 


Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  John  Heimbrick,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  U.  S.,  did 
desert  said  service  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  January,  1874, 
and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  on  or  about  the  15th 
day  of  February,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  Private  John  Heimbrick,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  and  carry  away,  and  appro¬ 
priate  to  his  own  use,  one  (1)  Remington  carbine,  one  (1)  sabre 
belt  and  plate,  one  (1)  sabre  knot,  and  one  (1)  cartridge  box,  the 
property  of  the  U.  S.,  and  for  which  1st  Lieutenant  Edward  S. 
Godfrey,  7th  Cavalry,  is  responsible.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  Private  John  Heimbrick,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal  or  carry  away  to  appropriate 
to  his  own  use  or  benefit,  one  (1)  uniform  overcoat,  and  one  (1 ) 
cap,  the  property  of  Private  Julius  Gunther,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Cavalry.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of 
January,  1874.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 
Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered 
the  accused  as  follows: 


the  evidence  adduced,  finds 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty  ” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

r  ^c>zb97z  dz°:t  '°rr 
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Gunther,  and  not  returned.  This  cannot  be  held  to  constitute 
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the  crime  of  larceny.  The  proceedings  and  remainder  of  the  findings, 
together  with  the  sentence,  are  approved.  The  sentence  is  modified  so 
as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take  effect  at  the  expiration  of 
his  term  of  confinement,  and  mitigated  to  imprisonment  at  hard  labor 
under  charge  of  the.  guard,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  with  the 
forfeiture  adjudged.  As  thus  modified  and  mitigated  the  sentence  will 
be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving  is 
designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry ,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Corporal  John  Wamsler,  Company  “  C,”  6th  Infantry. 

2.  Corporal  Dennis  Donovan,  Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry. 

3.  Corporal  (now  Private)  James  M.  Sligor,  Company  “I,”  6th  In¬ 
fantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  Ath,  1874. 

General  Orders) 

No.  32.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  7,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Montgomery  Bryant,  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Corporal  John  Wamsler,  Company  “C,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili¬ 
tary  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Corporal  John  Wamsler,  Company 
‘C,’  6th  Infantry,  being  a  non-commissioned  officer  of  the  guard, 
did  permit  the  escape  from  the  guard-house,  of  two  (2)  general 
prisoners — Privates  Anton  Kreeling,  Company  ‘I,’  18th  Infan¬ 
try,  and  Samuel  Harris,  Company  ‘  A,’  9th  Infantry — by  allow¬ 
ing  them  to  leave  the  prison  room  and  enter  the  hall,  without 
having  previously  ordered  a  proper  guard  to  take  charge  of 
them.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  2d  day  of 
November,  1873.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Corporal  John  Wamsler, 
Company  “ C,”  6th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  two  (2)  months;  and  to  be  reduced  to  the 
rank  of  a  private  soldier .” 

2d.  Corporal  Dennis  Donovan,  Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — -“  In  this ;  that  he,  Corporal  Dennis  Donovan,  Company 
‘I,’  6th  Infantry,  did  resist  with  force  and  violence,  the  1st  Ser¬ 
geant  of  his  Company,  Henry  Watson,  while  said  1st  Sergeant 
was  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  endeavoring  to  quell  a  dis¬ 
turbance  in  the  company  quarters;  and  did  repeatedly  strike  said 
1st  Sergeant  with  his  fist.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  25th  day  of  December,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Corporal  Dennis  Donovan,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘I,’  6th  Infantry,  did  assault  the  1st  Sergeant  of  his  Com¬ 
pany,  Henry  Watson,  while  said  1st  Sergeant  was  in  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  his  office,  and  endeavoring  to  quell  a  disturbance  in  the 
company  quarters,  and  did  incite  other  men  of  the  company  to 
join  in  said  assault  by  saying :  ‘  Come  on,  let  us  go  for  the  Dutch 

son-of-a-b - ,  while  he  is  down,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This 

at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  December, 
1873.” 
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Specification  III. — “In  this;  that  he,  Corporal  Dermis  Donovan,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘I,’  6th  Infantry,  did  load  his  gun,  and  break  with  the 
butt  of  his  musket  the  window  of  the  orderly  room  of  Company 
‘  I,’  6th  Infantry,  and  did  endeavor  to  gain  entrance  to  said  or¬ 
derly  room,  saying  the  following  words :  ‘  Starr  (meaning  Com¬ 

missary  Sergeant  Charles  Starr,  U.  S.  A.,)  I  want  to  kill  you, 
Goddamn  you;  come  out  of  that  orderly  room  and  I  will  fix 
you,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  in  the  presence  of  enlisted 
men  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  Decem¬ 
ber,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  from  and  including  the 
words,  ‘  and  did  incite,’  to  the  end  of  the  specification ;  and  of  the  ex¬ 
cepted  part,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  i Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘load  his  gun,’ 
and  the  words,  ‘the  butt  of  his  musket,’  substituting  therefor,  ‘a  ham¬ 
mer,’  and  except  the  words,  ‘I  want  to  kill  you,  God  damn  you  ;’  of  the 
substituted  words,  ‘Guilty  ;’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Corporal  Dennis  Donovan, 
Company  “  I,”  6tli  Infantry,  “  To  be  reduced  to  the  ranks  of  a  private 
soldier;  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay, 
for  six  (6)  months ;  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the 
guard,  for  the  same  period.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient  in  view  of  the  pallial- 
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ing  circumstances,  and  former  good  character  of  the  prisoner,  as  shown  in 
evidence .” 

3d.  Corporal  (now  Private)  James  M.  Sligor,  Company  “I,”  6th  In¬ 
fantry. 

Charge.— “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili¬ 
tary  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Corporal  (now  private)  James  M. 
Sligor,  Company  ‘I,’  6th  Infantry,  being  present  in  the  com¬ 
pany  squad  room  of  Company  ‘I,’  6th  Infantry,  during  a  dis¬ 
turbance  in  said  company,  did  fail  to  use  any  endeavor  to  quell 
said  disturbance,  and  did  allow  1st  Sergeant  Henry  Watson, 
Company  ‘I,’  6th  Infantry,  to  he  attacked  and  beaten  by  Cor¬ 
poral  Dennis  Donovan,  Company  ‘  I,’  6th  Infantry,  without  in 
any  way  assisting  him  in  his  defence;  1st  Sergeant  Henry  Wat¬ 
son  being  in  the  proper  discharge  of  his  duty  at  that  time.  This 
at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  December, 
1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  Corporal  (now  private) 
James  M.  Sligor,  Company  “I,”  6th  Infantry. 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Corporal  John  Wamsler,  Company  “C,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved 
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and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from 
arrest  and  restored  to  duty  as  a  private. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Cor¬ 
poral  Dennis  Donovan,  Company  *‘I,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Court,  the  sentence  is  remitted.  He 
will  be  released  from  arrest  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Corporal  (now 
Private)  James  M.  Sligor,  Company  “  I,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and 
restoration  to  duty. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Bkigadier  General' Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  '3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


ft KA I X^U A KTKK8  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKO'I  A. 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  May  7,  1874. 

General  Orders, 

No.  33. 

It  having  become  known  to  the  Department  Commander  that  2d  Lieu¬ 
tenant  John  A  up  inwall.  7th  Cavalry,  is  absent  Irom  his  post  without  leave, 
and  under  circumstances  which  lead  to  the  belief  tliatgrave  irregularities 
exist  in  his  public  accounts  as  a  disbursing  officer,  any  officer  of  this  com¬ 
mand  who  may  now  be.  or  may  hereafter  become  cognizant  of  his  where 
abouts  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  him  to  be  arrested  and 
forwarded  to  these  headquarters  under  close  guard. 

Officers  of  the  Army  not  of  this  command,  who  may  learn  the  where¬ 
abouts  ofLieutenant  Aspinwall,  are  requested  to  give  information  thereof 
as  early  as  possible  by  telegraph  to  the  Assistant  Adjutant  General  of  this 
Department. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infuntry,  A.  I).  C. 
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a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Joab  Bills,  Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  John  McMullin,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

3.  Musician  George  Chambers,  Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  Slh,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  34.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  256, 
series  of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant 
Colonel  W.  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned 
and  tried : — 

1st  Private  Joab  Bills,  Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Joab  Bills,  Company  ‘B,’ 
6th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  and  carry  away,  with  in¬ 
tent  to  convert  to  his  own  use :  Two  (2)  Springfield  breech-load¬ 
ing  rifle  muskets,  of  the  value  of  fifty  (50)  dollars  each,  the 
property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  1st  Lieutenant 
John  Garland,  6th  Infantry,  is  responsible.  This  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  September  13th,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Joab  Bills,  Company  ‘B,’ 
6th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  and  carry  away,  with  in¬ 
tent  to  convert  to  his  own  use:  One  (1)  Springfield  breech-load- 
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ing  rifle  musket,  of  the  value  of  fifty  (50)  dollars,  the  property 
of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  1st  Lieutenant  John  Car- 
larid,  6th  Infantry,  is  responsible.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lin¬ 
coln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  September  26th,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  Joab  Bills,  Company  ‘  B,’ 
6th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  and  carry  away,  with  in¬ 
tent  to  convert  to  his  own  use:  One  (1)  Springfield  breech¬ 
loading  rifle  musket,  of  the  value  of  fifty  (50)  dollars,  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  1st  Lieutenant  John 
Carland,  6th  Infantry,  is  responsible.  This  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  November  21st,  1873.” 

Charge  II. — “  Desertion.” 


Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Joab  Bills,  Company  ‘B,’  6th 
Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  said  service,  on  or  about  the  afternoon  of 
December  9th,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested  in 
citizen’s  clothing,  at  the  wood  camp  of  one  McCarthy,  near  Fort 
Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  the  night  of  December  9th,  1873. 
This  at  the  places  and  on  or  about  the  time  and  date  above 
specified.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 
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Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“  Guilty.” 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


SENTENCE. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Joab  Bills,  Com¬ 
pany  “  B,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  now  due 
or  that  may  become  due  ;  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from  the  service  of  the 
United  States;  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  wearing  a  twenty  (20)  pound 
ball,  utioched  by  a  chain  four  feet  long,  to  his  left  leg,  at  such  military  prison 
as  the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  five  (5)  years.” 


2d.  Private  John  McMullin,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “  In ;  that  he,  Private  John  McMullin,  Company  ‘  B,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did,  when  ordered  hy  his  superior  non-commission¬ 
ed  officer,  Sergeant  Thomas  Murray,  Company  ‘B,’  7th  Cavalry, 
Acting  1st  Sergeant  of  the  company,  to  go  to  his  bunk  and  lay 
down,  did  refuse  to  do  so,  and  did  then  and  there  strike  the  said 
Sergeant  Thomas  Murray,  Company  ‘B,’  7th  Cavalry,  a  blow 
in  the  face  with  his  fist,  the  said  Sergeant  Thomas  Murray  being 
in  the  lawful  execution  of  his  duty.  This  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  17th  day  of  February,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  he,  Private  John  McMullin,  Company  ‘B,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  superior  non-commis¬ 
sioned  officer,  Sergeant  Thomas  Murray,  Company  '  B,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  to  go  to  his  bunk  and  lay  down,  did  willfully  disobey  said 
order,  and  did  when  ordered  to  go  to  the  guard-house,  say  to  the 
said  Sergeant  Thomas  Murray,  Company  ‘B,’  7th  Cavalry,  he 
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being  in  the  lawful  execution  of  his  duty,  ‘I  will  be  damned  if 
you  can  bring  me,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  17th  of  February,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  conduct  preju¬ 

dicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Mc- 
Mullin,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United,  States 
twelve  dollars  ($12)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  seven  (7)  months, 
and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same 
period.” 

3d.  Musician  George  Chambers,  Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this:  that  he,  Musician  George  Chambers,  Company 
‘B,’  6th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and  post 
without  proper  authority,  from  10  o’clock  A.  m.,  March  17th, 
1874,  until  2  o’clock  p.  m.,  March  18th,  1874.  All  this  at  Fort 
Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  time  and  dates  above 
specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 
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Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Musician  George  Chambers,  Company 
‘B,’  6th  Infantry,  did  falsely  and  fraudulently  make  a  certain 
order  on  S.  A.  Dickey,  post  trader  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  for  the  sum  of  five  dollars  ($5.00,)  and  forge  and  sign  the 
name  of  John  Carland,  Lieutenant,  Commanding  Company  ‘B,’ 
to  said  order,  with  intent  to  cheat  and  defraud  said  S.  A.  Dickey, 
post  trader.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Musician  George  Chambers,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘B,’  6th  Infantry,  did  utter  and  pass  as  true  a  certain  false 
and  forged  order  for  the  sum  of  five  dollars  ($5.00,)  purporting 
to  be  signed  by  John  Carland,  Lieutenant,  Commanding  Com¬ 
pany  ‘B,’  6th  Infantry,  knowing  the  same  to  be  false,  forged,  and 
fraudulent,  with  intent  to  cheat  and  defraud  S.  A.  Dickey,  post 
trader.  All  this  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
March  17,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty,  except  as  to  the  words,  ‘with  intent 
A.  Dickey,  post  trader ;’  and  to  the  except- 

“  Guilty,  except  as  to  the  words,  ‘  with  in- 
A.  Dickey,  post  trader;’  and  to  the  except- 

“  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


To  the  1st  Specification,  ‘ 
to  cheat  and  defraud  said  S. 
ed  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  ‘ 
tent  to  cheat  and  defraud  S. 
ed  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  of  the  words,  ‘with  intent 
to  cheat  and  defraud  said  S.  A.  Dickey,  post  trader and  of  the  except¬ 
ed  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  of  the  words,  ‘  with  intent 
to  cheat  and  defraud  S.  A.  Dickey,  post  trader;’  and  of  the  excepted 
words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Musician  George  Chambers, 
Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month,  for  the  period  of  twelve  (12) 
months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the 
same  period .” 


II. ..In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Joab  Bills,  Company  “B,”  6th 
Infantry,  the  findings  under  the  1st  charge  and  its  specifications,  are 
disapproved,  for  the  reason  that  conviction  seems  to  rest  mainly  on 
hearsay  testimony.  The  proceedings  and  remainder  of  the  findings, 
together  with  the  sentence,  except  so  much  thereof  as  relates  to  the 
wearing  of  a  ball  and  chain,  are  approved.  The  sentence  is  modified 
so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take  effect  at  the  expiration 
of  his  term  of  confinement,  and  mitigated  to  imprisonment  at  hard 
labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  years,  with 
the  forfeiture  adjudged.  As  thus  modified  and  mitigated  the  sentence 
will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving 
is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  John  McMullen,  Company  “B,”  7th 
Cavalry,  the  proceedings  are  disapproved,  for  the  following  reasons : 

When  the  case  was  tried,  the  court  found  the  accused  guilty  of  the 
specification,  and  not  guilty  of  the  charge,  and  acquitted  him.  The 
record  was  returned  to  the  court  for  a  reconsideration  of  its  action,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  a  finding  of  guilty  under  the  99th  Article  of  War 
should  have  been  rendered,  as  in  harmony  with  the  findings  under  the 
specifications.  Pending  such  action,  material  changes  were  made  in 
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the  constitution  of  the  court,  and  a  legal  reconsideration  became  there¬ 
by  impossible. 

Private  McMullin  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to 
duty. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Musician  George  Chambers,  Company  “B,” 
6th  Infantry,  the  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence — except  so  much 
of  the  latter  as  provides  for  a  greater  forfeiture  than  ten  (10)  dollars 
per  month,  for  two  (2)  months,  and  confinement  for  a  like  period — are 
approved.  The  sentence,  as  approved,  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gc.  C.  M. 


Private  Eugene  F.  Morris,  Company  “F,”  (ith  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  11  th,  1874. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  85.  ) 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  7,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Montgomery  Bryant,  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

Private  Eugene  F.  Morris,  Company  “  F,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  45tli  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In ;  that  Private  Eugene  F.  Morris,  Company  ‘F,’  6th 
Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  did  become  drunk 
on  the  said  guard.  This  at  Fort  Buford,  D.  T.,  on  the  22d  day 
of  February,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


“Guilty. 

“Guilty 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Eugene  F.  Morris, 
Company  “F,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  four  (4)  months.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient 
in  consideration  of  the  length  of  time  the  prisoner  has  already  been  in  con¬ 
finement,  and  the  probable  length  of  time  that  will  elapse  before  the  promul¬ 
gation  of  his  sentence.” 


11.. . The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Eugene  F.  Morris,  Company  “F,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  con¬ 
finement  and  restored  to  duty. 

111.. . The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Buford, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  Of  Special  Orders  No.  7,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Montgomery  Bryant,  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m 


1.  Private  James  Clark,  Company  “  E,”  2‘2d  Infantry. 

2.  Private  John  Hanrahan,  Company  “E,”  22d  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Bernard  McManus,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  16/ A,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  36.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  53,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry, 
is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  James  Clark,  Company  “E,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 


Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Clark,  Company  ‘E,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  forge,  or  was  accessory  to  the  forgery  of  the 
name  of  First  Lieutenant  M.  E.  Hogan,  22d  Infantry,  upon  an 
order,  which  order  was  in  words  and  figures  as  follows : 

‘Fort  Sully,  D.  T., 

January  21*?,  1874. 

‘Post  Trader: 


‘Will  sell  to  Private  Clark ,  Company  ‘E,’  22d  Infantry,  one  (1) 
bottle  of  whiskey. 

‘M.  E.  Hogan, 

‘  Is/  Lieutenant ,  22c?  Infantry.' 


and  did  present  said  order  at  the  store  of  the  post  trader  at  Fort 
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Sully,  D.  T.,  and  did  endeavor  to  obtain  a  bottle  of  whiskey  on 
said  order.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  23d  day 
of  January,  1874.” 


Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Clark,  Company  ‘E,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  present  at  the  post  trader’s  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T., 
an  order  for  one  bottle  of  whiskey,  which  was  in  words  and 
figures,  as  follows : 

‘Fort  Sully,  I).  T., 

January  21  st,  1874. 

‘Post  Trader: 

‘Will  sell  to  Private  Clark,  Company  ‘E,’  22d  Infantry,  one  (1) 
bottle  of  whiskey. 

•M.  E.  Hogan. 

1st  Lieutenant,  tld  Infantry.' 


and  did  endeavor  to  obtain  whiskey  on  said  order,  he,  the  said 
Clark  knowing  at  the  time  that  the  name  of  Lieutenant  M.  E. 
Hogan,  written  thereon,  was  a  forgery,  and  when  informed  that 
it  Wits  such  by  the  post  trader’s  clerk,  (Mr.  Powers,)  did  falsely 
assert  that  the  signature  was  that  of  Lieutenant  Hogan,  and  that 
Lieutenant  Hogan  had  signed  and  given  him  the  order  on  the 
21st  day  of  January,  1874.  All  this  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  23d  of  January,  1874.” 


To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Private  James  Clark, 
Company  “E,”  22d  Infantry. 
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2d.  Private  John  Hanrahan,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Hanrahan,  Company 
‘E,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  in  company  with  Private  Bernard  Mc¬ 
Manus,  Company  ‘K,’  22d  Infantry,  break  in  a  window  and  en¬ 
ter  a  room  in  the  stable  of  an  officer,  and  did  steal  and  take 
therefrom  one  Smith  &  Wesson  pistol,  valued  at  twelve  dol¬ 
lars,  more  or  less.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
22d  day  of  February,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  lie,  Private  John  Hanrahan,  Company 
‘E,’  22d  Infantry,  in  company  with  Private  Bernard  McManus, 
Company  ‘  K,’  22d  Infantry,  did  enter  a  room  in  the  stable  of 
an  officer,  and  did  break  open  a  box  containing  clothing  and 
personal  property,  and  did  steal  and  take  therefrom  property 
valued  at  one  dollar  and  fifty  cents,  more  or  less.  This  at  Fort 
Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  February  28th,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Not. Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘one  dollar 
and  fifty  cents,’  substituting  the  words,  ‘four  dollars,’  therefor.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Hanrahan, 
Company  “E,”  22d  Infantry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  one  month,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  thirteen  (13) 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  two  (2)  months.” 


3d.  Private  Bernard  McManus,  Company  “  K,”  22d  Infantry. 


Charge. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I.- — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Bernard  McManus,  Company 
‘K,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  in  company  with  Private  John  Hanrahan, 
Company  ‘  E,’  22d  Infantry,  forcibly  enter  a  room  hy  breaking  in 
a  window  in  an  officer’s  stable,  and  did  steal  and  take  therefrom 
one  Smith  &  Wesson  pistol,  of  the  value  of  twelve  dollars, 
more  or  less.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d 
day  of  February,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Bernard  McManus,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘K,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  in  company  with  Private  John 
Hanrahan,  Company  ‘E,’  22d  Infantry,  enter  a  room  in  an 
officer’s  stable,  and  did  break  open  a  box  containing  clothing 
and  personal  property,  and  did  steal  and  take  therefrom  property 
to  the  value  of  one  dollar  and  fifty  cents,  more  or  less.  This  at 
Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  February  28th,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Bernard  Mc¬ 
Manus,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
in  charge  of  the  guard,  fior  one  month,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
thirteen  (13)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  two  (2)  months.” 
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II... The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
James  Clark,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders  have 
already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restoration  to 
duty. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  John  Hanrahan,  Company  “  E,”  22d 
Infantry,  the  proceedings  are  disapproved,  for  the  reason  that  the  ob¬ 
jection  of  the  accused  to  a  member  of  the  court,  upon  the  ground  that 
he  had  preferred  the  charges,  was  erroneously  over-ruled.  The  fact 
that  a  member  has  signed  the  charges  preferred  against  an  accused 
party,  does  not  necessarily  render  him  incompetent,  even  when  chal¬ 
lenged,  to  sit  on  the  trial  of  the  cause,  as  it  may  be  susceptible  of  ex¬ 
planation.  In  the  case  under  consideration,  the  challenged  member — 
who,  it  appears,  occupied  the  stable  referred  to  in  the  pleadings — failed 
to  make  any  statement,  and  the  ground  of  the  court’s  action  is  not  in¬ 
dicated  in  the  record.  It  is  desirable  that  when  a  challenged  member 
can  refute  an  objection,  he  should  do  so.  When  he  sits  mute,  the  ac¬ 
cused  is  entitled  to  the  full  force  of  the  objection  as  established.  Pri¬ 
vate  Hanrahan  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Bernard  McManus,  Company  “K,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  I).  C. 


Gr.  O.  M. 


1.  Private  Edward  Kelly,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Horace  M.  Gray,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Charles  Whalen,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Peter  Jokeim,  Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

5.  Private  John  Smith,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry,  alia4;  Private 
Peter  Panic,  Company  “  D,”  4th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  18/A,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  37.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 

M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  54,  current  series, 

from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Sweitzer,  2d 

Cavalry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Edward  Kelly,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Edward  Kelly,  Company  ‘F,’ 
2d  U.  S.  Cavalry,  did  use  contemptuous,  disrespectful  and  obscene 
language  to  his  Commanding  Officer,  2d  Lieutenant  W.  S.  Long, 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  he,  Lieutenant  Long,  being  in  the  execution 
of  his  office  This  at  or  near  the  town  of  Bozeman,  M.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  22d  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Edward  Kelly,  Company 
‘  F,’  2d  U.  S.  Cavalry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  Commanding 
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Officer,  2d  Lieutenant  W.  S.  Long,  7tli  Infantry,  to  leave  the 
town  of  Bozeman,  M.  T.,  and  go  to  the  post  of  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T., 
did  disobey  said  order.  This  at  or  near  the  town  of  Bozeman, 
M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  he,  Private  Edward  Kelly,  Company 
•  F,’  2d  U.  S.  Cavalry,  did  repeatedly  strike  with  his  fist,  his 
superior  officer,  2d  Lieutenant  W.  S.  Long,  7tli  U.  S.  Infantry,  said 
Lieutenant  Long  being  at  the  time  in  the  execution  of  his  office. 
This  at  or  near  Bozeman,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of 
January,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

SENTENCE. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  Kelly, 
Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


or  th'it  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor, .for  the  period  of  two  years,  in  such  military  prison  as 
the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  the  service .” 

2d.  Private  Horace  M.  Gray,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Horace  M.  Gh ay,  Company 
‘A,’  7th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on 
the  8th  day  of  January,  1874,  and  remain  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  at  Auburn’s  Ranch,  M.  T.,  on  the  11th  day  of  January, 
1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Horace  M.  Gray,  Company 
‘A,’  7th  Infantry,  did  steal,  take  and  carry  away,  the  following 
articles,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  1st 
Lieutenant  C.  A.  Coolidge,  7th  Infantry,  Commanding  Com¬ 
pany  ‘A,’  is  responsible:  ten  (10)  rounds  centre  primed  metallic 
cartridges,  money  value  $0.60  cents;  one  (1)  screw-driver,  money 
value  $0.30  cents;  one  (1)  letter  ‘A,’  money  value  $0.01  cent; 
one  (1)  bugle,  money  value  $0.03  cents;  one  (1)  eagle,  money 
value  $0.03  cents.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  8th  day  January,  1874.” 

Charge  III. — “Violation  of  the  38th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Horace  M.  Gray,  Company 
‘  A,’  7th  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  issued  by  his  Company 
Commander,  1st  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Coolidge,  7th  Infantry,  one 
(1)  U.  S.  regulation  overcoat,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  October, 
1873,  did  sell,  illegally  dispose  of,  or  lose  through  neglect,  the 
said  overcoat,  during  the  time  between  the  date  of  issue,  as 
above,  and  the  25th  day  of  December,  1873.  This  at  or  near 
Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 
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To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 

To  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 

To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘sell,’  ‘illegally 
dispose  of,’  and  ‘through  neglect.’” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 

Charge  III. 

“Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘sell,’  ‘illegally 

dispose  of,’  and  ‘through  neglect,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not 
Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Horace  M.  Gray, 
Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the 
laundress,  and  to  be  confined  in  the  post  guard-house,  for  the  period  of  two 
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(2)  years  at  hard  labor,  wearing  a  twelve  (12)  pound  ball  attached  to  his 
left  leg  by  a  chain  six  ( 6)  feet  long.” 


3d.  Private  Charles  Whalen,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Desertion.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Charles  Whalen,  Company  ‘  A,’ 
7th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  8th 
day  of  January,  1874,  and  remain  absent  until  apprehended  at 
Auburn’s  Ranch,  M.  T.,  on  the  11th  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  Charles  Whalen,  Company  1  A,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  steal,  take,  and  carry  away,  the  following 
articles,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  1st 
Lieutenant  C.  A.  Cbolidge,  7th  Infantry,  Commanding  Company 
‘A,’  is  responsible,  viz.:  Ten  (10)  rounds  centre  primed  metal¬ 
lic  cartridges,  money  value  60  cents;  one  (1)  letter  ‘A,’  money 
value  1  cent;  one  (1)  screw-driver,  money  value  30  cents;  one 
(1)  eagle,  money  value  3  cents;  one  (1)  bugle,  money  value 
3  cents.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th 
day  of  January,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 
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Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Whalen, 
Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  note 
due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  two  (2) 
years,  wearing  a  twelve  (12)  pound  ball  attached  to  his  left  leg  by  a  chain 
four  (4)  feet  long.” 


4th.  Private  Peter  Jokeim,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Peter  Jokeim,  Company  ‘ F,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  Sanders,  W.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  20th  day  of  August,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  ap¬ 
prehended  at  Cheyenne  City,  W.  T.,  on  or  about  the  27th  day 
of  August,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  absence  with¬ 

out  leave.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  dot's  therefore  “acquit  him,"  Private  Petir  Jokeim, 

Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

oth.  Private  John  Smith,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry,  alias  Private 
Peter  Paule,  Company  “  D,”  4tli  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Smith,  Company  ‘G,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  alias  Private  Peter  Paule,  Company  ‘D,’  4th  Caval¬ 
ry,  having  received  a  mounted  pass  to  visit  Bozeman,  M.  T., 
did  get  drunk,  and  abuse  his  horse  in  the  most  shameful  manner 
by  over-riding  him.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  January  26th, 
1874.” 

Specification  II. — “  Tn  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Smith,  Company  ‘G,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  alias  Private  Peter  Paule,  Company  ‘D,’  4th  Cav¬ 
alry,  having  been  ordered  by  Sergeant  Asher  Davey,  Company 
‘  G,’  2d  Cavalry — he,  Sergeant  Davey  acting  under  the  orders  of 
his  Company  Commander,  2d  Lieutenant  E.  J.  McClernand,  2d 
Cavalry — to  rub  his  ( Smith’s ,  alias  Paule’s)  horse  dry,  did  reply, 
‘I  will  be  God  damned  if  I  do.’  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  Jan¬ 
uary  26th,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Smith,  Company  ‘G,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  alias  Private  Peter  Paule,  Company  ‘D,’  4th  Caval¬ 
ry,  having  been  three  times  ordered  by  his  Company  Commander, 
2d  Lieutenant  E.  J.  McClernand,  2d  Cavalry,  (lie  Lieutenant 
McClernand  being  in  the  execution  of  his  office,)  to  take  some 
hay  and  rub  his  ( Smith's ,  alias  Paule’ s)  horse  dry,  did  refuse  and 
fail  to  obey  said  orders.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  January 
26th,  1874.” 

Charge  III. — “Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Smith,  Company  ‘G,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  alias  Private  Peter  Paule,  Company  ‘D,’  4th  Cav- 


airy,  having  been  ordered  bv  his  Company  Commander,  2d 
Lieutenant  E.  J.  MeClernand,  2d  Cavalry,  to  rub  his  ( Smith’s , 
alias  Paule’s)  horse  dry,  did  say,  ‘God  damn  him,  I  won’t  do 
it.’  This  remark  being  made  within  the  hearing  of  Lieutenant 
MeClernand,  and  referring  to  him.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T., 
January  26,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Smith,  Company  ‘G,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  alias  Private  Peter  Paule,  Company  ‘  D,’  4th  Cav¬ 
alry,  hearing  his  Company  Commander,  2d  Lieutenant  E.  J. 
MeClernand,  2d  Cavalry,  order  Sergeant  Asher  Davey,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘G,’  2d  Cavalry,  to  take  care  of  a  saddle  blanket  under 
his  (Smith’s,  alias  Paule's)  arm,  did  say  to  Lieutenant  MeClernand, 
in  a  disrespectful  manner :  ‘This  blanket  will  be  attended  to,  you 
need  notmind.’  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  January  26,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 
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Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Smith,  Com¬ 
pany  “G,”  2d  Cavalry,  alias  Private  Peter  Paule,  Company  “D,”  4th 
Cavalry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard  at  the 
post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of  one  year,  and  to 
forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  for  the  same  period.” 

II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Edward  Kelly,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may 
be  serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement,  which  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  commencing  February  22d,  1874. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Horace  M.  Gray,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  ex¬ 
cept  so  much  of  the  latter  as  relates  to  the  wearing  of  a  ball  and  chain. 
The  sentence  as  approved,  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his 
company  may  be  serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement, 
which  will  be  considered  as  commencing  February  11th,  1874. 

The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  ease  of  Private  Charles 
Whalen,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The  sentence, 
except  so  much  thereof  as  relates  to  the  wearing  of  a  ball  and  chain,  is 
also  approved,  but  is  mitigated  to  forfeiture  of  all  pay  and  allowances 
now  due,  except  the  amount  due  the  laundress,  and  confinement  at  hard 
labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  twenty  months,  with  forfeiture  of  ten 
(10)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period.  As 
thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed  at  the  post  where  his 
company  may  be  serving. 
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The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Peter 
Jokeim,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Orders  have  al¬ 
ready  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restoration  to 
duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  Smith,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry,  alias  Private  Peter  Paule, 
Company  “D,”  4th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  The  sentence  is  mitigated 
to  forfeiture  of  ten  (10)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  one 
(1)  year,  and  confinement  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the 
period  of  nine  (9)  months.  As  thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will  be 
duly  executed  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  !M. 


Private  James  Clancey,  Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  1 9th,  1874. 


General  Orders 

No.  38. 


I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ran¬ 
dall,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  59,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  A.  Webb, 
22d  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried : — 

Private  James  Clancey,  Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — -“In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Clancey,  Company 
‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  having  asked  of  Private  Charles  Miller,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  the  loan  of  a  sum  of  money,  and  being 
refused  the  same,  did  thereupon,  and  without  cause  or  provoca¬ 
tion,  use  improper  and  provoking  language  towards  the  said  Pri¬ 
vate  Charles  Miller,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  saying:  ‘You 

are  a  God  damned  old  Dutch  son-of-a-b - ,’  or  words  to  that 

effect.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of 
March,  1874.” 


Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  lie,  the  said  Private  James  Clancey,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  without  cause  or  provocation,  assault 
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Private  Charles  Miller,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  and  did  strike 
and  bite  him,  and  with  his  teeth  lacerate,  maim,  and  inflict  serious 
injury  upon  the  right  ear  of  Private  Charles  Miller,  Company 
‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  nearly  severing  a  portion  of  the  same;  neces¬ 
sitating  thereby  immediate  surgical  attendance,  and  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  the  said  Private  Charles  Miller,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  In¬ 
fantry,  to  the  post  hospital,  for  medical  treatment.  This  at 
Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  March,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the 
accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Clancey, 
Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry,  “To  be  confined  in  such  military  prison 
as  the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  one  (1)  year ; 
and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and  allowances  that  are  or  may 
become  due  him;  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the 
United  Slates.’’ 


11.. . The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  James  Clancey,  Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may 
be  serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

1 1 1.. . The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
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D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  59,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  A.  Webb,  22d  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  op  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


0.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  James  Jennings,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Michael  Brown,  Company  “  I,”  5th  Artillery. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  20 Ih,  1874. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  39.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  256, 
series  of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant 
Colonel  W.  P.  Carlin,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned 
and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  James  .Jennings,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  44th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Jennings,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  and  warned  for 
guard,  did  fail  to  parade  with  the  guard  detail  of  his  company, 
and  did  absent  himself  from  the  place  of  parade  without  per¬ 
mission  from  proper  authority.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  17th  day  of  February,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “ In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Jennings,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20lh  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and  post, 
without  permission  from  proper  authority,  from  10  A.  m.,  March 
17th,  1874,  and  remain  absent  until  arrested  and  brought  back 
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by  the  Sergeant  of  the  guard,  at  12  m.,  March  18th,  1874.  This 
at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  III. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Jennings,  Company 
‘A,’  20th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for  the 
proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Fort 
Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  23d  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  James  Jennings,  Company 
‘A,’  20th  Infantry,  did  ‘become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for  the 
proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Fort 
Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Jennings,  Company 
‘  A,’  20th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for  the 
proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Fort 
Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  31st  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Specification  TV. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  James  Jennings,  Company 
‘A,’  20th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for  the 
proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Fort 
Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  February,  1874.” 

Specification  V. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Jennings,  Company 
‘  A,’  20tli  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for  the 
proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Fort 
Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  March,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge 

To  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 
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Charge  III. 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  4th  Specification, 
To  the  5th  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  1st  Specification, 

Charge  III. 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  4th  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  5th  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Jennings, 
Company  *  A,’  20th  Infantry,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  from  the 
service  of  the  United  States” 


2d.  Private  Michael  Brown,  Company  “I,”  5th  Artillery. 

Charge  I. — “Desertion.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Michael  Brown,  Company  ‘I,’ 


5th  Artillery,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  Trumbull,  Connecticut,  on 
the  30th  day  of  June,  1871,  and  did  remain  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  at  Boston,  Massachusetts,  on  the  7th  day  of  August,  1871 ; 
$30.00  reward  being  paid  for  his  apprehension.  All  this  at  the 
places  and  on  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Michael  Brown,  Company  ‘I,’ 
5th  Artillery,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  Independence,  Boston  Har¬ 
bor,  Massachusetts,  on  the  16th  of  August,  1871,  and  did  re¬ 
remain  absent  until  the  29th  of  November,  1873,  when  he  sur¬ 
rendered  himself  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  as  a  deserter 
from  the  aforesaid  company  and  regiment,  under  provisions  of 
General  Orders  No.  102,  War  Department,  series  of  1873;  he 
being  at  the  time  of  his  surrender  a  prisoner  in  confinement 
awaiting  trial  by  General  Court  Martial,  and  therefore  not  en¬ 
titled  to  the  benefit  of  the  provisions  of  General  Orders  No.  102, 
War  Department,  series  of  1873.  All  this  at  the  places  and  on 
the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  22d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In ;  that  he,  Private  Michael  Brown,  Company  ‘ I,’  5th 
Artillery,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  Independence,  Boston  Har¬ 
bor,  Massachusetts,  on  the  16th  of  August,  1871,  and  did  enlist 
himself  in  the  mounted  service  of  the  United  States,  under  the 
name  of  Michael  Bryant,  at  New  York  City,  on  the  15th  of  Jan¬ 
uary,  1872,  and  was  duly  assigned  to  Company  ‘A,’  7th  Cavalry, 
by  competent  authority,  without  a  regular  discharge  from  the 
company  and  regiment  in  which  he  last  served.  All  this  at 
New  York  City,  New  York,  on  the  15th  day  of  January,  1872.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 


To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  of  the  words  and  figures, 
‘29tli  of  November;’  and  substituting  therefor  the  words  and  figures, 
‘  18th  of  November and  to  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 

To  the  Charge, 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  c 
as  follows: 


s,  finds  the  accused 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.”  • 
“Guilty.” 

.  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Brown, 
Company  “I,”  5th  Artillery,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  and  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  from  the  service,  and  to  be  confined  thereafter  at  such  military  prison 
as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  the  period  of  three  (3) 
years.” 

II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  James  Jennings,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Michael  Brown,  Company  “  I,”  5th  Artillery,  are  approved.  Up¬ 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Court  the  sentence  is  remitted.  He  will 
be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 


II I... The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  256, 
series  of  1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant 
Colonel  W.  P.  Carlin,  17  th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry*. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  :m. 


1.  Private  John  Devine,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Edward  Mahoney,  Company  “I,”  7tli  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  21  st,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  40.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  51,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Constant  Williams,  7th  Infan¬ 
try,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  John  Devine,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  Private  John  Devine,  Company  ‘K,’ 
7th  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  did  go  to  the 
laundress’s  quarters  of  Company  ‘K,’  7th  Infantry,  and  did 
then  and  there  create  a  disturbance,  by  engaging  in  a  personal 
altercation  with  Robert  Johnson,  an  officer’s  servant.  This  at 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory,  on  or  about  the  4th  day  of  Feb¬ 
ruary,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this:  that  Private  John  Devine,  Company  ‘K,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  assault,  beat,  and  otherwise  maltreat  Robert 
Johnson,  an  officer’s  servant,  without  just  cause  or  provocation, 
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in  the  quarters  of  Mrs.  Glass,  a  laundress  of  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory,  on  or  about 
the  4th  day  of  February,  1874.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this;  that  Private  John  Devine,  Company  ‘K,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  aid  and  abet  with  one  Private  Edward  Maho¬ 
ney,  Company  ‘I,’  7th  Infantry,  in  inflicting  one  or  more  stabs 
with  a  knife,  or  other  sharp  instrument,  upon  the  person  of 
Robert  Johnson,  an  officer’s  servant.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  Mon¬ 
tana  Territory,  on  or  about  the  4th  day  of  February,  1874.” 


To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  John  Devine,  Private, 
Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under 
charge  of  the  guard,  until  the  8th  day  of  October,  1874,  the  expiration  of  his 
term  of  enlistment,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States,  six  dollars  ($6.00)  of 
his  monthly  pay,  per  month,  during  the  said  period  of  confinement ;  then  to 
be  dishonoi-ably  discharged  from  the  military  service  of  the  United.  States .” 


2d.  Private  Edward  Mahoney,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 
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Specification. — “In this:  that  Private  Edward  Mahoney,  Company  ‘I,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did,  without  just  cause  or  provocation,  maliciously 
assault  and  stab  one  Robert  Johnson,  an  officer’s  servant,  in  the 
face  and  head  with  a  knife,  or  other  sharp  instrument,  thereby 
inflicting  severe  cuts.  All  this  at  Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territo¬ 
ry,  on  or  about  the  4th  day  of  February,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  word  ‘severe;’  of  the  ex¬ 
cepted  word,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  Mahoney, 
Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  a  period  of  twelve  (12)  monihs;  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
($10.00)  ten  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  same  period ;  and 
then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from  the  military  service  of  the  United 
Slates.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  John  Devine,  Company  “  K,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Edward  Mahoney,  Company  “I,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  So 
much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  and  forfeiture  of  pay,  is 
mitigated  to  confinement  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  eight 
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(8)  months,  with  forfeiture  of  ten  (10)  dollars  per  month  of  his  month¬ 
ly  pay,  for  the  same  period.  As  thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will  be 
duly  executed. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry'. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  o.  m. 


1.  Private  Francis  McCaffrey,  Company  “D,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  James  Clark,  Company  “C,”  7tli  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  22 d,  1874. 

Generai,  Orders  \ 

No.  41.  J 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  51,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  J.  M.  J.  Sanno,  7th  Infantry,  is 
President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Francis  McCaffrey,  Company  “D,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Francis  McCaffrey,  Company  ‘D,’ 
7th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  detailed  as  a  member  of  the  post 
guard,  did  appear  in  ranks  at  guard-mounting,  so  much  under 
the  influence  of  intoxicating  liquor  as  to  be  unable  to  properly 
perform  his  duties.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  the  8th  day 
of  February,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 
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Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Francis  McCaffrey, 
Company  “  D 7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge 
of  the  post  guard,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months.  The  Court  is  thus 
lenient  in  consideration  of  the  old  age,  general  good  character,  and  long 
service  of  the  accused." 


2d.  Private  James  Clark,  Company  “C,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Clark,  Company  ‘C,’ 
7th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
30th  day  of  January,  1874,  and  did  remain  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  at  or  near  Helena,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  February  15th, 
1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Clark,  Company  ‘C,’ 
7th  Infantry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  and  carry  away  from 
the  company  quarters,  and  appropriate  to  his  own  use,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  named  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  the  property  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  which  Captain  D.  W.  Benham,  7th  Infan¬ 
try,  is  responsible,  viz.:  One  (1)  Springfield,  B.  L  musket,  cal. 
.50, /model  1868,  of  the  value  of  fifty  (50)  dollars;  one  (1)  gun¬ 
sling  (70),  of  the  value  of  thirty-four  (34)  cents;  one  (1)  screw¬ 
driver,  of  the  value  of  thirty-eight  (38)  cents;  two  (2)  valise 
straps,  of  the  value  of  twenty-seven  (27)  cents;  two  (2)  great¬ 
coat  straps,  of  the  value  of  twenty-seven  (27)  cents;  and  forty 
(40)  rounds  C.  P.  metallic  cartridges,  of  the  value  of  two  (2) 
dollars  and  forty  (40)  cents.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  30tli  of  January,  1874.” 
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To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge.  I. 


To  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does 

therefore  sentence  him.  Private  James  Clark, 

Company  “C,”  7tli  Infantry,  ‘‘ To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 

and  allowances  now  due 

or  that  may  become  due ;  to  be  dishonorably  dis- 

charged  and  drummed  out  of  the  service  of  the  United  States;  and  then  to 

be  confined  in  such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  desig¬ 
nate,  until  July  3d,  1876.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Francis  McCaffrey,  Company  “D,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  James  Clark,  Company  “C,”  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  the  proceedings  and  findings  upon  the  first  charge,  are  approved. 
The  findings  upon  the  second  charge  and  its  specifications  are  disap¬ 
proved,  for  the  reason  that  no  testimony  whatever  was  adduced  connect- 


ing  the  accused  with  the  alleged  larceny.  So  much  of  the  sentence  as 
provides  for  confinement  in  the  penitentiary,  is  disapproved,  such  con¬ 
finement  for  the  crime  of  desertion  being  expressly  prohibited  by  law. 
The  remainder  of  the  sentence  is  approved,  but  is  mitigated,  however, 
to  forfeiture  of  all  pay  and  allowances  due  Private  Clark  at  the  date  of 
this  order,  and  ten  (10)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the 
period  of  six  (6)  months.  As  thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly 
executed.  Private  Clark  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored 
to  duty. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A .  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Frederick  Eck,  Band,  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  George  W.  Mathews,  Company  “B,”  17th  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  May  23 d,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  42.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  41,  cur¬ 
rent  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L. 
Chittenden,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Frederick  Eck,  Band,  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Frederick  Eck,  Band,  17th  Infantry, 
did  violate  the  order  of  his  Commanding  Officer,  published  in 
words  and  figures  as  follows: 

‘Headquarters,  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T., 
November  8, 1873. 

‘General  Orders'! 

No.  28.  f 

‘  All  enlisted  men,  except  Indian  scouts,  are  prohibited  to  cross  the 
Red  River  without  a  written  pass  from  the  Commanding  Officer,  or  from 
the  Commanding  Officer  of  their  respective  companies. 

‘  By  Order  of  Colonel  Crittenden. 
‘(Signed,)  ‘h.  s.  howe, 

1st  Lieutenant,  VUh  Infantry, 

‘  Acting  Post  Adjutant.’ 


by  crossing  the  Red  River  and  visiting  MeCauleyville,  Minn. 
This  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  March  17,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Frederick  Eck,  Band,  17th  Infantry, 
being  ordered  to  assist  in  certain  police  work  around  the  quarters 
of  the  band,  by  Chief  Musician  Rudolph  Ritter,  17th  Infantry, 
in  the  proper  discharge  of  his  duty,  did  reply  in  an  insulting  re¬ 
fractory  tone,  that  he  wanted  credit  on  the  fatigue  roster  for  the 
work,  or  he  ‘  would  not  do  it,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  And  up¬ 
on  being  told  to  do  as  he  was  ordered  bv  said  Chief  Musician 
Ritter,  did  reiterate  his  refusal  to  obey,  unless  he  received  credit  for 
a  fatigue;  and  coming  so  near  to  said  Chief  Musician  Ritter  as 
to  spit  in  his  face,  necessitating  the  said  Ritter  to  push  him,  Eck, 
away;  did  exclaim  boisterously  and  insultingly,  ‘Now  I’ve  got 
you,  I  was  waiting  for  you  to  use  violence,  I’ve  laid  for  you, 
watched  you,  and  now  I  am  going  to  shove  you,  I  will  not  shut 
my  mouth  for  you,  and  I  want  you  to  put  me  in  the  guard-house;’ 
or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  March  20th,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Frederick  Eck, 
Band,  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars  ($10.00) 
per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  the  Band,  \7th  Infan¬ 
try,  may  be  serving,  for  the  same  period.” 

2d.  Private  George  W.  Mathews,  Company  “B,”  17th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  George  W.  Mathews,  Company 
‘B,’  17th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  said  service  at  Fort  Wadsworth, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  March  27,  1874,  and  did  remain  absent  until 
apprehended  at  or  near  Sissiton  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
March  28, 1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘did  desert  the 
said  service;’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘did  desert  the 
said  sendee;’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  absence  without 

leave.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  W. 
Mathews,  Company  “B,”  17th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United 
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States  ten  dollars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of 
three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  char  ye  of  the  guard  at 
the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  one  month.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Frederick  Eck,  Band,  and  George  W.  Mathews,  Company  “B,” 
17th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry'. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HKAIXJUAKTKKN  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA. 

Sim,  1  f'aul.  Minn..  M,n,  28,  1*74 

General  Orders,  I 
No.  43.  r 

Hereafter,  (luring  the  session  of  any  (General  Court  Martial  or  Court  of 
Inquiry,  convened  by  orders  from  these  headquarters,  the  members,  any 
officer  appearin';  as  counsel  and  all  commissioned  officers  and  enlisted 
*men  appearing  as  witnesses,  will  wear  the  full  uniform  ol  their  respective 
grades  as  prescribed  by  the  Regulations  of  the  Army. 

The  Judge  Advocate  will  wear  the  undress  uniform  of  his  grade. 

The  accused  will  appear  in  full  uniform,  but  without  side  arms. 


OFFICIAL  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry, 
o.  n.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


apUdn  3 </  Infantry.  A.  I>.  ( . 


a.  c.  m. 


Private  William  Fetter,  Company  “  H,”  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  5th,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  44.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Stevenson, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  83,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  Daniel 
Huston,  Jr.,  6th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: — 

Private  William  Fetter,  Company  “H,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  Private  William  Fetter,  Company  ‘II,’  6tli 
Infantry,  being  duly  detailed  in  the  Subsistence  Department,  and 
under  the  orders  of  1st  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Atwood,  6th  Infantry, 
A.  C.  S.,  it  being  his  duty  to  assist  in  receiving,  issuing,  selling 
and  accounting  for  subsistence  stores,  did  permit  a  deficiency  in 
subsistence  stores  to  occur,  amounting  to  four  hundred  and  thirty- 
three  dollars  ($433.00,)  more  or  less.  This  at  Fort  Stevenson, 
D.  T.,  between  the  1st  of  September,  1872,  and  the  9th  of  Feb¬ 
ruary,  1873.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  the  said  Private  William  Fetter,  Company 
‘H,’  6th  Infantry,  by  falsehood,  misrepresentation  and  altering 
the  figures  of  the  stock  taken,  did  deceive  1st  Lieutenant  E.  B. 
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Atwood,  6tli  Infantry,  A.  C.  S.,  as  to  the  quantity  of  subsistence 
stores  on  hand.  This  at  Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.,  between  the  1st 
of  September,  1872,  and  the  9th  of  February,  1873.” 

Specification  III. — “  In ;  that  the  said  Private  William  Fetter,  Company 
‘H,’  6th  Infantry,  being  ordered  by  1st  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Atwood, 
6th  Infantry,  A.  C.  S.,  to  keep  an  accurate  account  of  subsist¬ 
ence  stores  removed  from  the  different  storehouses  to  the  issue 
room  during  the  month,  this  to  enable  the  A.  C.  S.  the  more 
readily  to  verify  the  stores  on  hand  from  time  to  time,  did  fail  to 
obey  said  order,  and  did  remove  said  stores  to  the  issue  room  not 
keeping  account  of  same ;  this  with  the  evident  intent  to  deceive. 
This  at  Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.,  between  the  31st  of  January  and 
the  9th  of  February,  1873.” 

Specification  IV. — “In;  that  the  said  Private  William  Fetter,  Company 
‘II/  6th  Infantry,  being  ordered  by  1st  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Atwood, 
6th  Infantry,  A.  C.  S.,  to  accompany  Corporal  Edward  A.  Fin¬ 
ley,  Company  ‘K,’  6th  Infantry,  to  verify  certain  stores,  the 
weights  of  the  same  taken  by  the  A.  C.  S.,  1st  Lieutenant  E.  B. 
Atwood,  6th  Infantry,  having  been  altered  by  an  unauthorized 
person  to  make  it  appear  that  there  was  more  subsistence  than 
actually  existed,  did  misrepresent,  and  attempt  to  deceive  the 
said  Corporal  Finley,  attempting  to  make  it  appear  that  there 
was  a  greater  quantity  of  tea  in  a  certain  chest  than  there 
actually  was ;  he,  Private  William  Fetter,  knowing  at  the  same 
time  his  statement  to  the  said  Corporal  to  be  false.  This  at 
Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  9th  of  February,  1873.” 

Specification  V. — “In;  that  the  said  Private  William  Fetter,  Company 
‘H,’  6th  Infantry,  being  present  while  a  Board  of  Survey  was 
taking  an  account  of  the  shortage  in  the  Subsistence  Depart¬ 
ment,  did  fail  to  inform  the  A.  C.  S.  on  the  Board,  that  a  certain 
quantity  of  the  subsistence  remaining  in  the  commissary  which 
the  Board  took  an  account  of,  belonged  to  one  of  the  companies 
and  to  other  parties  at  the  post;  which  fact  was  not  known  until 
the  Board  had  taken  an  account  of  the  shortage,  and  the  stores 
were  called  for  by  the  owners  of  the  same.  This  with  the  evident 
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intent  to  deceive.  This  at  Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.,  between  the 
9th  and  16th  of  February,  1873.” 

Specification  YI. — “In;  that  the  said  Private  William  Fetter,  Company 
‘H,’  6th  Infantry,  being  asked  by  1st  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Atwood, 
6th  Infantry,  A.  C.  S.,  if  any  more  subsistence  stores  remained 
in  the  commissary  belonging  to  parties  who  had  not  taken  the 
same  out,  replied  that  there  was  none ;  he  at  the  same  time  know¬ 
ing  such  statement  to  be  false.  This  at  Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  17th  of  February,  1873.” 

Specification  VII. — “In;  that  the  said  Private  William  Fetter,  Company 
‘H,’  6th  Infantry,  did  sell  certain  articles  of  subsistence  upon 
the  order  of  2d  Lieutenant  C.  L.  Gurley,  6th  Infantry,  for  which 
he  received  the  sum  of  two  and  64-100  dollars  ($2.64-100,) 
which  sum  the  said  Private  Fetter  has  not  turned  over  to 
the  A.  C.  S.  This  at  Fort  Stevenson,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
18th  of  January,  1873.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  5th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  6th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  7th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  4th  Specification ,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  5th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty,” 
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Of  the  6th  Specification ,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  7th  Specification,  “Find  the  facts  as  set  forth  in  the  specifica¬ 
tion,  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,"  Private  William  Fetter, 
Company  “H,”  6th  Infantry. 


II... The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
William  Fetter,  Company  “II,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 


III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Stevenson, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  83,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  Daniel 
Huston,  Jr.,  6th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c. 


Corporal  John  Burns,  Company  “I,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  17  th,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  45.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Totten, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  240,  series  of 

1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  William 

Fletcher,  20th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: — 

Corporal  John  Burns,  Company  “  I,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  he,  Corporal  John  Burns,  Company  ‘I,’  7th 
Cavalry,  upon  being  ordered  by  Sergeant  J ames  Bustard,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘I,’  7th  Cavalry,  to  give  up  the  broom  in  his  squad-room, 
for  the  purpose  of  sweeping  away  the  snow  in  front  of  the  Com¬ 
pany  quarters,  did  refuse  to  obey  such  order,  and  did  reply, 
‘  The  broom  belongs  here,  and  you  cannot  have  it,’  or  words  to 
that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  15th  day 
of  February,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  he,  Corporal  John  Burns,  Company  ‘I,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did,  in  the  presence  of  enlisted  men  of  his  squad- 
room,  offer  personal  violence  to  Sergeant  James  Bustard,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘I,’  7th  Cavalry,  by  striking  him  in  the  face  with  his  fist. 
This  at  Fort  Totten,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  15th  day  of  Feb¬ 
ruary,  1874.” 
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To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Corporal  John  Burns, 
Company  “I,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  he  reduced  to  the  ranks,  and  to  forfeit- 
ten  (10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  three  (3)  months .” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Corporal  John  Burns,  Company  “  I,”  7tli  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  arrest 
and  restored  to  duty  as  a  private. 


III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Totten, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  240,  series  of 
1873,  from  these  Headquarters,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 


OFFICIAL : 


Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


G.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Hiram  W.  Sager,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Duncan  T.  Maloney,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  Ansgorius  Boren,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

4.  Sergeant  Henry  Klute,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry. 

5.  Private  Peter  Foberg,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  18 th,  1874. 

General  Orders) 

No.  46.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  85,  cur¬ 
rent  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  William 
Thompson,  7th  Cavalry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Hiram  W.  Sager,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Hiram  W.  Sager,  Campany  ‘B,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on 
April  6,  1874,  and  did  remain  so  absent  until  apprehended  near 
Jamestown,  D.  T.,  and  returned  to  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  April  14,  1874.  This  at  the  places,  and  on  or  about 
the  dates  above  specified.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Hiram  IF.  Sager, 
Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  due  or 
that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service,  and  to  be  confined  for  the  period  of  four  years  in 
such  military  prison  as  the  proper  authorities  may  designate.” 

2d.  Private  Duncan  T.  Maloney,  Company  ‘B,’  7th  Cavalry. 
Charge.— “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Duncan  T.  Maloney,  Company  ‘B,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on 
April  6th,  1874,  and  did  remain  so  absent  until  apprehended 
near  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  and  returned  to  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  April  14,  1874.  This  at  the  places  and  on  or  about 
the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Duncan  T. 
Maloney,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allow¬ 
ances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress, 
to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  Stales,  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  in  such  military  prison,  for  the  period  of  four  years,  as  the  proper 
authorities  may  designate.” 

3d.  Private  Ansgorius  Boren,  Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Change. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Ansgorius  Boren,  Company  ‘B,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on 
April  6th,  1874,  and  did  remain  so  absent  until  apprehended  near 
Jamestown,  D.  T.,  and  returned  to  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  April  14tli,  1874.  This  at  the  places  and  on  or  about 
the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Ansgorius  Boren, 
Company  “B,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  that  are  or  may  become  due,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  to  be  confined  for  the  period  of  four  years 
in  such  military  prison  as  the  proper  authorities  may  designate.” 


4th.  Sergeant  Henry  Klute,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry. 


Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  he,  Sergeant  Henry  Klute,  Company  1 E, 
7th  Cavalry,  was  so  much  intoxicated  on  mounted  drill,  on  the 
afternoon  of  April  8th,  1874,  as  to  he  unable  properly  to  per¬ 
form  his  duties  as  Sergeant.  This  at  or  near  Fort  A.  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  April,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  he,  Sergeant  Henry  Klute,  Company  ‘ E,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  was  so  much  intoxicated  at  afternoon  stables  on 
April  8th,  1874,  as  to  be  unable  to  perform  his  duties  as  Ser¬ 
geant.  This  at  or  near  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
8th  day  of  April,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  he,  Sergeant  Henry  Klute,  Company  ‘E,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  on  afternoon  of  April  8th,  1874,  did  enter  the  com¬ 
pany  quarters  of  ‘E  ’  Company,  7th  Cavalry,  in  a  drunken  con¬ 
dition,  and  did  behave  in  an  unseemly  and  boisterous  manner.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  he,  Sergeant  Henry  Klute,  Company  ‘E,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  having  entered  the  quarters  of  his  company  in  a 
drunken  condition,  did  exclaim  in  a  loud  and  violent  manner, 

‘I  can  lick  that  Dutch  son-of-a-b - ,  Hahmeyer,’  meaning 

1st  Sergeant  Frederick  Hahmeyer,  Company  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry. 
This  at  or  near  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day 
of  April,  1874.” 

Specification  III. — “  In ;  that  he,  Sergeant  Henry  Klute,  Company  ‘  E,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  having  been  ordered  to  his  quarters  in  arrest,  did 
cause  a  disturbance  in  said  quarters  by  striking  at  Private  Mar¬ 
tin  D.  Downs,  Company  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  drawing  or  attempt¬ 
ing  to  draw  a  sabre  on  him,  and  firing  his  revolver  at  him.  All 
this  at  or  near  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day 
of  April,  1874.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
Charge  I. 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Sergeant  Henry  Klute, 
Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  be  reduced  to  the  rank  of  a  private 
soldier,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  IT.  S.  ten  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  two 
(2)  months.” 

5th.  Private  Peter  Foberg,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 


Charge. — “  Desertion.” 


Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Peter  Foberg,  Company  ‘G,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United  States, 
did  desert  the  same  on  the  seventh  day  of  April,  1874,  and  did 
remain  absent  until  brought  hack  to  his  post  by  a  guard  on  the 
fourteenth  day  of  April,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification.  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Peter  Foberg,  Private, 
Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service 
of  the  United  States;  to  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  due  or  that  may 
become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be  confined  in  such 
military  prison  as  the  proper  authorities  may  designate,  for  the  period  of 
four  years." 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Hiram  W.  Sager,  Duncan  T.  Maloney  and  Ansgorius  Boren, 
Company  “B,”  and  Peter  Foberg,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry,  are 
approved.  The  sentences  are  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable 
discharge  take  effect  at  the  expiration  of  their  respective  terms  of 
confinement,  which  is  mitigated  to  two  (2)  years  in  each  case.  As  thus 
modified  and  mitigated  the  sentences  will  he  duly  executed.  The  post 
where  their  companies  may  he  serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of 
confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Ser¬ 
geant  Henry  Klute,  Company  “E,”  7tli  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the 
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sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  arrest  and 
restored  to  duty  as  a  private. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


a.  o.  m. 


Private  Henry  Schultze,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  27th,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  47.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  53,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry, 
is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried : — 


Private  Henry  Schultze,  Company  “  E,”  22d  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Henry  Schultze,  Company  ‘E,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  disobey  the  following  post  order,  to-wit : 


‘General  Orders! 


‘Headquarters.  Fort  Sully,  D.  T„ 

October  1  st,  1S67. 


Extract. 


‘  I. ..All  officers  and  soldiers  of  this  command,  citizens  and  Indians  on 
the  reserve,  are  prohibited  from  putting  out  poison,  in  any  form,  with¬ 
in  a  limit  of  ten  (10)  miles  from  this  post. 


‘By  Order  op  Bvt.  Major  General  D.  S.  Stanley, 

‘  Colonel.  12d  Infantry ,  Commanding  Post. 
‘(Signed,)  'j.  p.  walker, 

*  ‘Id  Lieutenant ,  2 id  Infantry. 

'  Post  Adjutant.' 
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by  placing  strychnine  at  various  and  numerous  places  near  the 
post  of  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.  This  in  or  about  the  months  of 
November  and  December,  1873,  and  January  and  February, 
1874.” 


Charge  II. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  Private  Henry  Schultze,  Company  ‘E,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  poison  four  (4)  valuable  greyhounds,  value  fifty 
dollars  ($50.00)  each,  belonging  to  the  officers  of  the  22d  In¬ 
fantry.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  in  the  months  of  January 
and  February,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  Private  Henry  Schultze,  Company  ‘E,’ 
22d  Infantry,  did  poison  one  (1)  imported  Scotch  deer-hound, 
value  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  ($150.00),  belonging  to  Cap¬ 
tain  E.  P.  Pearson,  17th  Infantry.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  March,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Cha  rge,  “  Gui  Ity.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Henry  Schultze, 
Company  “E,”  22d  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due  m-  to  become  due,  and  to  be  dishonorably  discharged 
and  drummed  out  of  the  service .” 


11.. . 1n  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Henry  Schultze,  Company  ‘E,’ 
22d  Infantry,  the  proceedings  are  disapproved.  It  appears  from  the 
records  that  the  accused  submitted  an  objection  to  a  member  of  the 
Court,  on  the  grounds  that  on  the  evening  of  arrest  “he  called  me  a 

son-of-a-b - ,  and  a  miserable  wretch.”  The  challenged  member 

made  no  statement  in  explanation,  and  the  objection  was  over-ruled.  Sub¬ 
sequently  the  challenged  member  testified  for  the  prosecution,  his  evi¬ 
dence  mainly  consisting  of  his  reasons  for  believing  the  accused  guilty. 
Private  Schultze  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  53,  current  series  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  D.  S.  Stanley,  22d  Infantry,  is 
President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Commissary  Sergeant  William  Roberts,  U.  S.  Army. 

2.  Private  John  M.  McIntyre,  Company  “D,”  22d  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Farrell  McNulty,  Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry. 

4.  Private  William  C.  Myers,  Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  2 9th,  1874. 

General  Orders') 

No.  48.  f 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  108,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  A.  Webb,  22d 
Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Commissary  Sergeant  William  Roberts,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Commissary  Sergeant  William  Roberts, 
U.  S.  Army,  was  in  such  an  intoxicated  condition  as  to  be  unable 
to  perform  his  duties  as  Commissary  Sergeant.  This  at  the  mili¬ 
tary  station  of  Lower  Brule  Agency,  D.  T.,  on  the  30th  day  of 
April,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 
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“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Commissary  Sergeant 
William  Roberts,  U.  S.  A.,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  (10)  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay,  for  two  months.” 

2d.  Private  John  M.  McIntyre,  Company  “D,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  M.  McIntyre,  Company 
‘  D,’  22d  Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  supernumerary 
of  the  post  guard,  did  become  so  much  under  the  influence  of 
liquor  as  to  be  unable  to  properly  perform  his  duties.  This  at 
Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

Charge  II.— “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specificatiom. — “  In  this  ;  that  he,  Private  John  M.  McIntyre,  Company 
‘D,’  22d  Infantry,  while  being  a  prisoner  under  the  charge  of 
the  post  guard  did  attempt  to  make  his  escape  from  same.  This 
at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows : 
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Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  M.  Me- 

Inlyre,  Company  “  D,”  22d  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
under  charge  of  the  guard  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving 
for  the  period  of  three  (3)  calendar  months,  and  to  forfeit  ten  (10)  dollars 
per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period." 

3d.  Private  Farrell  McNulty,  Company  “  B,”  22d  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Farrell  McNulty,  Company 
‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  enter  the  mess-room  of  his  company,  and 
without  permission  or  authority  attempt  to  carry  therefrom,  a 
bowl,  the  same  being  a  part  of  the  mess  furniture  of  his  com¬ 
pany  ;  and  when  remonstrated  with  for  so  doing  by  Private 
William  Beetles,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  in  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  his  duty  in  charge  of  said  mess-room,  did  use  threaten¬ 
ing  and  abusive  language  towards  the  said  Private  William 
Beetles,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  saying,  ‘You  d - d  Eng¬ 
lish  son-of-a-b - ,  and  you’ve  got  a  fine  English  head  on  you, 

and  it  wont  be  long  before  I  put  an  Irish  head  on  you,’  or  words 
to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  26th 
day  of  May,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  Farrell  McNulty,  Company 
‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  approach  Private  William  Beetles,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  and  without  cause  or  provocation  assault 
and  repeatedly  strike  him,  the  said  Private  William  Beetles, 


Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  and  upon  being  asked  by  Sergeant 
C.  Everett  Lee,  Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  why  he  so  struck 
Private  Beetles,  did  reply,  ‘just  for  fun,’  or  words  to  that  effect. 
This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  May, 
1874.” 

Specification  III. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  the  said  Private  Farrell  McNulty , 
Company  1 B,’  22d  Infantry,  being  ordered  by  Sergeant  C.  Everett 
Lee,  Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  in  the  execution  of  his  duty,  to 
proceed  with  him  as  a  prisoner,  to  the  post  guard-house,  did  re¬ 
fuse  and  fail  to  obey  said  order.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

Specification  IV. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  the  said  Private  Farrell  McNulty, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  during  the  absence  of  Sergeant 
C.  Everett  Lee,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  from  the  company 
quarters,  in  the  execution  of  his  duty,  procuring  the  assistance 
of  the  post  guard  to  effect  the  said  Private  McNulty’s  arrest, 
without  permission  or  authority,  take  and  willfully  and  malicious¬ 
ly  destroy  two  (2)  violin  bows,  the  property  of  the  said  Sergeant 
C.  Everett  Lee,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  and  of  Musician 
Charles  Ramsey,  Company  ‘D,’  22d  Infantry.  This  at  Fort 
Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

Specification  V. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  the  said  Private  Farrell  McNulty, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  upon  being  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant 
Jabez  S.  Smith,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  in  the  execution  of 
his  office  and  upon  proper  authority,  to  proceed  with  him  as  a 
prisoner  to  the  post  guard-house,  did  refuse  and  fail  to  obey  said 
order,  saying,  ‘I  wont  go,  and  if  you  think  you  can  take  me 
there,  just  you  pitch  in,’  or  words  to  that  effect ;  and  did  persist 
in  his  refusal  to  obey  said  order  until  assistance  had  been  pro¬ 
cured  from  the  post  guard  in  effecting  his  arrest.  This  at  Fort 
Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
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To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  4tli  Specification, 
To  the  5th  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 


Finding. 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  4th  Specification, 
Of  the  5th  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Fan-ell  McNulty, 
Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under 
charge  of  the  guard  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  six  (6)  months, 
and  to  forfeit  $8.00  of  his  monthly  pay  per  month,  for  same  period .” 

4th.  Private  William  C.  Myers,  Company  “B,”  22d  Infantry. 


Charge. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  William  C.  Myers,  Company 
1  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  attempt  to  create  a  disturbance  in  the 
quarters  of  his  company,  by  endeavoring  to  induce  Private  Far¬ 
rell  McNulty,  Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  to  strike  Private 
Morris  Flatau,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  saying,  ‘Hit  him, 
Mac ;  if  you  don’t  hit  him  I  will,’  or  words  to  that  effect ;  the 
said  Private  Morris  Flatau  being  in  the  performance  of  his  duty 
as  room-orderly,  and  endeavoring  to  prevent  the  wanton  destruc¬ 
tion  of  property  of  enlisted  men.  This  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  May,  1874.” 


Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  the  said  Private  William  C.  Myers, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did,  without  cause  or  provocation, 
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repeatedly  assault  and  strike  with  his  fist  Private  Morris  Flatau, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  the  said  Private  Flatau  being  at  the 
time  in  the  performance  of  his  duty  as  room-orderly.  This  at 
Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this;  that  he,  the  said  Private  William  C.  Myers, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  being  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant  Jabez 
S.  Smith,  Company  ‘B,’  22d  Infantry,  upon  proper  authority, 
and  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  to  proceed  to  the  post  guard¬ 
house  as  a  prisoner  in  the  custody  of  Corporal  Louis  Rushstein, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  refuse  and  fail  to  obey  said  or¬ 
der,  necessitating  the  assistance  of  the  post  guard  in  effecting  his 
arrest.  Tins  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  26th  day  of 
May,  1874.” 

Specification  IV. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  the  said  Private  William  C.  Myers, 
Company  ‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  did  intercept,  and  without  cause  or 
provocation,  assault  and  strike  Private  Morris  Flatau, 'Company 
‘  B,’  22d  Infantry,  the  said  Private  Flatau  being  at  the  time  in 
the  performance  of  his  duty,  returning  from  the  post  guard-house, 
where  he  had  been  sent  by  the  1st  Sergeant  of  his  company  to 
procure  the  assistance  of  the  post  guard.  This  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  May,  1874.” 


To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  4th  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Rot  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


FINDING. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
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Of  tlie  4th  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  C.  Myers, 
Company  “  B,”  22d  Infantry,  “To  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge 
of  the  post  guard,  at  the  station  of  his  company,  for  two  { 2)  months,  and  to 
forfeit  five  dollars  ($5.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay  for  the  same  period. 
The  Court  is  thus  lenient  in  its  sentence  on  account  of  the  previous  good  char¬ 
acter  of  the  accused.” 

11. . .The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Commissary  Sergeant  William  Roberts,  U.  S.  Army,  Privates  Faired 
McNulty,  Company  “B,”  and  John  M.  McIntyre,  Company  “D,”  22d 
Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  Com¬ 
missary  Sergeant  Roberts  will  be  released  from  arrest  and  restored  to 
duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  William  C.  Myers,  Company  “D,”  22d  Infantry,  are  approved. 
So  much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement,  is  remitted.  As  thus 
mitigated,  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released 
from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  108,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  C.  A.  Webb,  22d  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  op  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


' 


. 

_ 

' 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Edward  Bagley,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Charles  A.  Sleek,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  August  Wetierling,  Company  “M,”  7th  Cavalry. 

4.  Private  Mat.  Davenport,  Company  “  K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

5.  Private  Dudley  SacMett,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

6.  Private  John  Corcoran,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  2d,  1874. 


General  Orders 
No.  49. 


I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  2,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  G.  Tilford,  7th  Cavalry, 
is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Edward  Bagley,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Desertion.”  . 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Edward  Bagley,  Company  ‘C,’  7th 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  U.  S.,  did 
desert  said  service  on  or  about  March  7th,  1874,  and  did  remain 
absent  until  apprehended  and  brought  back  under  guard,  on  or 
about  March  11th,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  dates  above  mentioned.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  Bagley, 
Company  “ C,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due 
or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  in  such  military  prison  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for 
the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  at  the  expiration  of  said  time  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

2d.  Private  Charles  A.  Steck,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification.—  1  In  this;  that  Private  Charles  A.  Steck,  Company  ‘C,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  pn  the  15th  day  of  September,  1873,  did  (on  or 
about  the  6th  day  of  April,  1874,)  desert  said  service,  and  did 
remain  absent  until  apprehended  at  or  near  J amestown,  D.  T., 
April  10,  1874.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  A.  Steel:, 
Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due  or 
that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  arid  to  be  confined 
in  such  military  prison  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for  the 
pei'iod  of  two  (2)  years,  at  the  expiration  of  said  time  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

3d.  Private  August  Wetterling,  Company  “M,”7th  Cavalry. 
Charge. — “  Desertion .” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  August  Wetterling,  Company  ‘M,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  same.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Eice, 
D.  T.,  and  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  April,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  August  Wetterling, 
Company  “M,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now 
due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be 
confined  in  such  military  prison  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for 
the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  at  the  expiration  of  said  time  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

4th.  Private  Mat.  Davenport,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 


Charge. — “  Desertion.” 
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Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Mat.  Davenport.  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  on  or  about  March  7th,  1874,  and 
did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  and  brought  back  under 
guard  on  or  about  March  11th,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  dates  above  mentioned.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Mat.  Davenport, 
Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now 
due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be 
confined  in  such  militai'y  prison  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct, 
for  the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  at  the  expiraiion  of  this  time  to  be  dishonor¬ 
ably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

5th.  Private  Dudley  Sacklett,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Dudley  Sacklett,  Company  ‘K,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  U.  S., 
did,  while  a  prisoner  in  the  post  guard-house,  break  out  of  said 
guard-house  and  desert  the  service  of  the  U.  S.  on  or  about 
March  7th,  1874,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  by 
Sergeant  Charles  White,  Company  ‘M,’  7th  Cavalry.  This  at 
Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  March  7th,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘and  did  desert 
the  service  of  the  U.  S.,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty  of  desertion,  but  Guilty  of 

conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Dudley  Sacklett, 
Company  “K,”  7tli  Cavalry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge 
of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  six  (6)  months,  and  to  forfeit  ten  (10)  dol¬ 
lars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period.” 

6th.  Private  John  Corcoran,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  Private  John  Corcoran,  Company  ‘C,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did  create  a  noise  and  disturbance  in  the  company 
quarters  after  taps,  on  the  night  of  March  17th,  1874,  in  dis¬ 
obedience  of  existing  orders,  and  when  ordered  by  Sergeant 
Deford  to  keep  quiet,  did  not  obey  said  order.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  Private  John  Corcoran,  Company  ‘C,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did  create  a  noise  and  disturbance  in  the  company 
kitchen,  on  the  morning  of  March  18th,  1874,  and  when  ordered 
to  keep  quiet  by  Sergeant  Deford,  did  refuse  to  obey  said  order. 
This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this;  that  Private  John  Corcoran,  Company  ‘C,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did,  when  Sergeant  Deford  ordered  him  to  the 
guard-house,  resist  and  strike  the  said  Sergeant,  the  Sergeant 
being  in  the  execution  of  his  duties.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  March,  1874.” 


To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Corcoran, 
Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  the  mm  of  ten 
(10)  dollars  of  his  pay,  for  two  (2)  months.'1’ 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Edward  Bagley,  Company  “  C,”  and  Mat.  Davenport,  Company 
“K,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences — which  will  be 
considered  in  each  case  as  commencing  April  11th,  1874 — will  be  duly 
executed.  The  post  where  their  companies  may  be  serving  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of  Pri¬ 
vates  Charles  A.  Steek,  Company  “C.”  and  August  Wetterling,  Company 
“M,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences — which  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  each  case  as  commencing  May  10th,  1874 — will  be  duly 
executed.  The  post  where  their  companies  may  be  serving  is  designated 
as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Dudley  Sacklett, 
Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  The  findings  and  sentence 
are  disapproved.  At  the  date  when  the  prisoner  escaped  from  con¬ 
finement,  he  was  in  confinement  awaiting  the  promulgation  of  his  sen- 
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tence,  and  the  testimony  in  the  case  clearly  establishes  the  charge  of 
desertion.  While  sentences  take  effect  from  the  date  of  their  promul¬ 
gation,  yet  prisoners  cannot  be  considered  as  undergoing  the  punish¬ 
ments  they  provide  until  after  the  orders  of  promulgation  are  received 
at  the  posts  where  they  are  confined.  In  the  present  case  the  sentence 
of  the  prisoner  was  promulgated  from  these  Headquarters  by  an  order 
bearing  the  same  date  he  deserted. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  Corcoran,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  confine¬ 
ment  and  restored  to  duty. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


0.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry. 

2.  Hospital  Steward  Paul  Schulz,  U.  S.  Army. 

3.  Private  Thomas  Banes,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 

4.  Private  John  J.  Thomas,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

5.  Private  George  Goldstein,  Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  IDA,  1874. 

General  Orders) 

No.  50.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  85,  cur¬ 
rent  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Wil¬ 
liam  Thompson,  7th  Cavalry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Janies  S.  Duggan,  Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  21st  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company 
‘  B,’  6th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company,  without 
leave  from  his  Commanding  Officer.  This  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  21st  and  22d  days  of  April, 
1874.” 


Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  44th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification  I.- — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company 
‘B,’  6th  Infantry,  did  fail  to  repair  to  the  place  of  exercise  fixed 
by  his  Commanding  Officer.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  afternoon  of  April  21st,  1874.” 
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Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company 
‘  B/  6th  Infantry,  did  fail  to  repair  to  the  place  of  exercise 
fixed  by  his  Commanding  Officer.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lin¬ 
coln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  forenoon  of  April  22d,  1874.” 

Charge  III. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this  ;  that  he,  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Company 
‘  B,’  6th  Infantry,  did  violently  resist  Sergeant  Solomon  Savage, 
Company  ‘B,’  6th  Infantry,  while  he,  the  said  Sergeant  was  in 
the  execution  of  his  office.  This  at  Bismarck,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  afternoon  of  April  22d,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘B,’  6th  Infantry,  did  strike  Sergeant  Solomon  Savage, 
Company  ‘B,’  6th  Infantry,  while  he,  the  said  Sergeant  was  in 
the  execution  of  his  office.  This  at  Bismarck,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  afternoon  of  April  22d,  1874.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  S.  Duggan,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘B,’  6th  Infantry,  did  say  to  Sergeant  Solomon  Savage, 
Company  ‘B,’  6th  Infantry:  ‘  Keep  away,  I’ll  blow  your  brains 
out ;’  this  while  he,  the  said  Sergeant,  was  in  the  execution  of 
his  office.  This  at  Bismarck,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  afternoon  of 
April  22d,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
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Charge  III. 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge.  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  S.  Duggan, 
Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be 
dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 


2d.  Hospital  Steward  Paid  Schulz,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge  I. — “Drunkenness  on  duty,  in  violation  of  the  45th  Article 
of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Hospital  Steward  Paul  Schulz,  U.  S.  A., 
being  duly  on  duty  at  dispensary,  Cavalry  barracks,  Fort  A. 


Lincoln,  D.  T.,  was  drunk  and  incapacitated  for  the  proper  per¬ 
formance  of  his  duty  on  the  9th,  10th,  11th,  12th  and  13th  days 
of  April,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and 
military  discipline,  being  in  violation  of  the  99tli  Article  of 
War.”  ' 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Hospital  Steward  Paul  Schulz,  U.  S.  A., 
being  on  duty  in  dispensary,  did  so  neglect  his  duty  as  to  allow 
the  Dispensary  to  become  decidedly  dirty  and  filthy,  much  to 
the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline.  All  this 
on  or  about  the  12th  day  of  April,  1874,  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln, 
D.  T.” 

Charge  III. — “ Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Hospital  Steward  Paul  Schulz, 
U.  S.  A.,  having  received  an  order  from  A.  A.  Surgeon  F.  A. 
Davis,  U.  S.  Army,  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  under  whose  or¬ 
ders  he  was  on  duty,  to  have  the  dispensary  at  Cavalry  barracks 
properly  cleaned  on  the  morning  of  the  13th  of  April,  1874,  did 
disobey  said  order.  This  at  dispensary,  Cavalry  barracks,  Fort 
A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of  April,  1874.” 

Spedfication  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Hospital  Steward  Paul  Schulz, 
U.  S.  A.,  being  on  duty  in  the  Hospital  Department,  Fort  A. 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  having  received  an  order  from  A.  A.  Surgeon 
John  La-Baree,  U.  S.  A.,  Post  Surgeon,  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
to  report  immediately  to  him,  did  absolutely  refuse,  saying, 
‘Tell  Dr.  La-Baree,  I  will  not  go,’  and  did  fail  to  comply  with 
said  order.  All  this  on  or  about  April  13th,  1874,  at  Fort  A. 
Lincoln,  D.  T.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  III. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 
Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,"  Paul  Schulz,  Hospital 
Steward,  U.  S.  A. 


3d.  Private  Thomas  Bancs,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Thomas  Panes,  Company  ‘G,’  7th 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1874,  and 
did  remain  absent  until  brought  back  to  his  post  by  a  guard  on 
the  fourteenth  day  of  April,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lin¬ 
coln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  specified.” 
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To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Banes, 
Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
now  due  or  to  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  to  be  dis¬ 
honorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor,  for  the  period  of  four  years,  in  such  military  prison  as  the  proper 
authorities  may  designate .” 

4th.  Private  John  J.  Thomas,  Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  JohnJ.  Thomas,  Company  ‘A,’  7th 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  military  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
on  the  9th  of  April,  1874,  and  did  remain  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  near  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  12tli  of  April, 
1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification ,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  CharG  e,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused  as 
follows: 
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Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  J.  Thomas, 
Company  “A,”  7th  Cavalry,  11  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
note  due  or  to  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  to  be  dis¬ 
honorably  discharged  the  service,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  for  the 
period  of  four  years,  at  such  military  prison  as  the  proper  authorities  may 
designate .” 

5th.  Private  George  Goldstein,  Company  “  A,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 


Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  George  Goldstein,  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  when  ordered  by  Corporal  Charles  Johnson, 
Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  in  charge  of  a  police  party,  to  pick 
up  an  old  bag  from  the  ground  and  place  it  in  the  rubbish  pile, 
did  fail  to  obey  said  order,  and  did  say  to  Corporal  Johnson, 
‘  I  will  not  do  it,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  May  9,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  George  Goldstein,  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  when  asked  by  1st  Sergeant  Harry  Hudson, 
Company  ‘A,’  6tli  Infantry,  why  lie  did  not  obey  Corporal 
Johnson,  Company  ‘A,’  6tli  Infantry,  did  say  in  an  insolent 
manner,  ‘I  would  not  do  it  for  you  either.’  This  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  May  9,  1874.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  George  Goldstein,  Company 
1  A,’  6th  Infantry,  while  on  the  way  to  the  guard-house  with  Cor¬ 
poral  Charles  Johnson,  Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  did  turn  to 
said  Corporal  Johnson,  and  in  a  threatening  manner  use  the  fol¬ 
lowing  language,  to-wit:  ‘I  have  been  run  by  you  long  enough, 
and  I  will  not  stand  it  any  longer.  I  can  lick  you  or  Sergeant 
Hudson  at  any  time,’  and  then  and  there  did  strike  the  said  Cor- 


poral  Johnson  a  violent  blow  in  the  face.  This  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  May  9,  1874” 

Specification  IV. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  George  Goldstein,  Company 
‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  while  on  his  way  to  the  guard-house  in  charge 
of  Corporal  Johnson,  Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  did  abuse 
said  Corporal  by  calling  him  opprobrious  names,  and  did  say, 
‘I  will  get  square  with  you  when  I  get  out;  I  will  lie  and  wait 
for  you,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  May  9,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  4th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  4tli  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘did  abuse  said 
Corporal  Johnson,  Company  ‘A,’  6th  Infantry,  by  calling  him  oppro¬ 
brious  names,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  Goldstein, 
Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  five  (5)  months,  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  a  guard,  for  the  period  of  four  (4) 
months .” 

II... The  proceedings,  findings  and 'sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  James  S.  Duggan,  Company  “B,”  and  George  Goldstein,  Com- 
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pany  “A,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly 
executed. 

The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Hospital 
Steward  Paul  Schulz,  U.  S.  A.,  are  approved.  Orders  have  already 
been  issued  for  his  release  from  arrest  and  restoration  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Thomas  Banes,  Company  “G,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  The 
sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take  effect 
at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement,  which  is  mitigated  to 
three  (3)  years.  As  thus  modified  and  mitigated  the  sentence  will  be 
duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  J.  Thomas,  Company  “A,”  7tli  Cavalry,  are  approved.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Court  recommend  clemency,  and  in  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  prisoner’s  good  character  previous  to  his  desertion,  the  sen¬ 
tence  is  mitigated  to  confinement  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the 
guard  at  the  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving,  for  one  (1)  year, 
with  forfeiture  of  his  pay  for  the  same  period.  As  thus  mitigated  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  Peter  Eisenhart,  Company  “M,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Emmett  Bair,  Company  “H,”  7th  Cavaliy. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  16th,  1874. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  51.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  2,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  G.  Tilford,  7tli  Cavalry, 
is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Peter  Eisenhart,  Company  “M,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Peter  Eisenhart,  of  Company  ‘M,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Cavalry,  did  steal  the  following  named  articles  of 
government  property,  pertaining  to  Company  ‘M,’  7th  Cavalry, 
and  for  which  Captain  T.  H.  French,  7th  Cavalry,  is  responsible : 
One  (1)  Sharp’s  improved  carbine,  cal.  .50,  (price  $50.00) ;  one 
(1)  sabre  belt  and  plate,  ($1.86),  one  (1)  sling  belt  and  swivel, 
($1.86),  forty  (40)  rounds  of  metallic  cartridges,  cal.  .50,  ($2.40), 
one  screw-driver,  (35  cents),  one  (1)  thong  and  brush  wipe, 
(37  cents.)  This  at  or  near  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  and  on  or  about 
the  5th  day  of  April,  1874.” 


Charge  II. — “  Desertion.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Peter  Eisenhart,  of  Company  ‘ M,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Cavalry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States,  did  desert  the  same.  This  at  or  near  Fort 
Rice,  D.  T.,  and  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  April,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘one  (1)  screw-driver, 
(35  cents);  one  (1)  thong  and  brush  wipe,  (37  cents) and  of  the  ex¬ 
cepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Peter  Eisenhart, 
Company  “M,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now 
due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be 
confined  in  such  military  prison  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct, 
for  the  period  of  three  (3)  years,  at  the  expiration  of  said  time  to  be  dis¬ 
honorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 
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2d.  Private  Emmett  Barr,  Company  “H,”  7tli  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Emmett  Harr,  Company  ‘II,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  U.  S.,  did 
desert  said  service  on  or  about  March  7th,  1874,  and  did  remain 
absent  until  apprehended  and  brought  back  under  guard  on  or 
about  March  11th,  1874.  This  at  Fort.  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  dates  above  mentioned.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Emmett  Barr, 
Company  “H,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now 
due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be 
confined  in  such  military  prison  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct, 
for  the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  at  the  expiration  of  that  time  to  be  dis¬ 
honorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 


II. ..In  the  foregoing  ease  of  Private  Peter  Eisenhart,  Company  “M,” 
7th  Cavalry,  the  findings  under  the  first  charge  and  its  specification, 
are  disapproved,  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Department  Commander,  the 
testimony  elicited  fails  to  support  the  charge  of  larceny.  The  proceed¬ 
ings  and  sentence,  together  with  the  remainder  of  the  findings,  are  ap¬ 
proved.  So  much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  is  mitigated 
to  two  years,  and  as  thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


The  post  where  his  company  may  be  serving  is  designated  as  the  place 
of  confinement.” 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Emmett  Barr,  Company  “H,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may  be 
serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  O.  M. 


1.  Private  Peter  Eisenhart,  Company  “M,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  August  Wetterling,  Company  “M,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  17 th,  1874. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  52.  / 

T.. .Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  2,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  G.  Tii.ford,  7th  Cavalry,  is 
President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Peter  Eisenhart,  Company  “M,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Peter  Eisenhart,  Company 
‘M,’  7th  Cavalry,  while  on  duty  as  assistant  post  baker  at  Fort 
Rice,  D.  T.,  did  steal,  take,  and  carry  away,  about  six  hundred 
(600)  pounds  of  flour,  the  property  of  the  U.  S.,  and  for  which 
Captain  J.  W.  Williams,  Assistant  Surgeon,  U.  S.  A.,  and  post 
treasurer,  is  responsible.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
April  5th,  1874.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  Private  Peter  Eisenhart, 
Company  “M,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2d.  Private  August  Wetterling,  Company  “  M,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  he,  Private  August  Wetterling,  Company  ‘M,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  while  on  duty  as  post  baker  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T., 
did  steal,  take,  and  carry  away  about  six  hundred  (600)  pounds 
of  flour,  the  property  of  the  U.  S.,  and  for  which  Captain  J.  W. 
Williams,  Assistant  Surgeon,  U.  S.  A.,  and  post  treasurer,  is 
responsible.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  April  5th, 
1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  Private  August  Wetterling, 
Company  “M,”  7th  Cavalry. 


II... The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  cases,  are  ap¬ 
proved.  Privates  Eisenhart  and  Wetterling  will  be  continued  in  con- 
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linemen t,  they  having — by  a  previous  trial  before  the  same  Court — been 
convicted  of  desertion  and  sentenced  to  a  term  of  imprisonment. 

III... The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Eice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  2,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  G.  Tilford,  7th  Cavalry,  is 
President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


. 

' 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Charles  A.  Ellis,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  John  Willse,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  Richard  P.  Hanley,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 

4.  Private  Theodore  T.  Roth,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  18th,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  53.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  85,  cur¬ 
rent  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  Wil¬ 
liam  Thompson,  7th  Cavalry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Charles  A.  Ellis,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Charles  A.  Ellis,  Company  ‘E,’ 
7tli  Cavalry,  on  the  afternoon  of  June  23d,  1874,  did  endeavor 
to  provoke  a  disturbance  with  Private  Joseph  Metzdorf,  ‘E’ 
Company,  7th  Cavalry,  when  he,  Private  Metzdorf,  in  the  law¬ 
ful  execution  of  his  duty,  ordered  him  away  from  the  tent  in 
which  the  company  rations  were  stored,  threatening  him  and 
saying,  ‘Well,  if  I  can’t  whip  you,  I  can  kill  you,’  or  words  to 
that  effect.” 

Specification  II. — “  In ;  that  he,  Private  Charles  A .  Ellis,  Company  ‘  E,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did  appropriate,  or  cause  to  be  taken  from  Private 
George  Williams,  Company  ‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  without  his,  Pri- 
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vate  Williams’  consent,  a  sheath-knife,  and  concealing  it  on  his 
person,  did  return  to  the  company  wagon  with  the  deliberate  in¬ 
tention  of  murderously  attacking  Private  Metzdorf,  Company 
‘E,’  7th  Cavalry.  This  at  camp  near  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T., 
on  or  about  the  23d  day  of  June,  1874.” 

Specification  III. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Charles  A.  Ellis,  Company 
‘E,’  7th  Cavalry,  did  stab  Private  Joseph  Metzdorf,  Company 
‘E,’  7tli  Cavalry,  without  cause  or  provocation,  in  five  (5)  or  six 
(6)  different  places,  thereby  inflicting  dangerous  and  nearly  fatal 
wounds.  All  this  at  camp  near  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  23d  day  of  June,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  3d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  3d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  A. 
Ellis,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
all  pay  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from 
the  service,  and  to  be  confined  thereafter  at  hard  labor,  wearing  a  twenty 
pound  ball  attached  to  his  left  leg  by  a  chain  six  feet  long,  at  such  military 
prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  the  period  of  eight 
(8)  years.” 
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2d.  Private  John  Willse,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  Private  John  Wilke,  Company  ‘F,’  7th 
Cavalry,  formerly  lance  corporal,  and  in  charge  of  the  company 
kitchen  and  mess,  and  responsible  for  the  care  and  preservation 
of  the  rations  issued  to,  and  belonging  to  Company  ‘  F,’  7th 
Cavalry,  did,  without  permission  from  proper  authority,  appro¬ 
priate  and  carry  away  from  the  kitchen  pantry,  (40)  forty  pounds 
of  sugar  (more  or  less,)  the  same  having  been  issued  as  rations 
to  Company  ‘F,’  7th  Cavalry,  during  the  month  of  April,  1874, 
and  did  dispose  of  the  said  sugar  at  the  post  trader’s  store  at  Fort 
A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  17th  day  of  April,  1874. 
This  to  the  great  loss  and  detriment  of  Company  ‘F,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry.  This  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates 
above  specified.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  Private  John  Wilke,  Company  ‘F,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  formerly  lance  corporal,  and  in  charge  of  company  kitchen 
and  mess,  and  responsible  for  the  care  and  preservation  of  the 
rations  issued  to  and  belonging  to  Company  ‘F,’  7th  Cavalry, 
when  asked  by  his  Company  Commander,  Captain  George  W. 
Yates,  7th  Cavalry,  between  the  25th  and  30th  of  April,  1874, 
how  much  savings  he  had  accumulated  during  the  month,  did 
reply,  ‘  I  have  saved  as  much  this  month  as  I  did  last  month ;’ 
meaning  to  convey  the  impression  to  Captain  George  W.  Yates, 
7th  Cavalry,  that  he  had  saved  rations  amounting  to  about 
forty-four  dollars  ($44.00),  the  amount  saved  during  the  month 
of  March,  1874,  which  statement  was  false,  and  was  known  to  be 
false  by  him,  the  said  Private  John  Willse,  Company  ‘F,’  7th 
Cavalry,  formerly  lance  corporal,  and  made  with  intent  to 
deceive  his  Company  Commander,  Captain  George  W.  Yates, 
7th  Cavalry.  This  at  Fort  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates 
above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
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To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

FINDING. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  the  said  Private  John 
Willse,  Company  “F,”  7  th  Cavalry. 

3d.  Private  Richard  P.  Hanley,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 
Charge. — “Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  Richard  P.  Hanley,  Company 
‘C,’  7th  Cavalry,  having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel  of  the 
company  stable  guard,  was  found  asleep  on  his  post,  by  the 
officer  of  the  day,  between  the  hours  of  2  and  3  p.  m.  This  at 
Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  May  21st,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty .” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Richard  P.  Han¬ 
ley,  Company  “  C,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  ten 
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dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  four  (4)  months,  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period.” 

4th.  Private  Theodore  T.  Both,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry. 
Charge. — “Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Theodore  T.  Roth,  Company 
‘  Iv,’  7th  Cavalry,  having  been  duly  posted  as  a  sentinel  of  the 
‘  K  ’  Company  stable  guard,  was  found  sleeping  on  his  post  by 
the  officer  of  the  day,  between  the  hours  of  2  and  3  p.  m.  This 
at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  May  21st,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  the  said  Private  Theodore 
T.  Roth,  Company  “  K,”  7th  Cavalry. 


II... The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
John  Willse,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  Orders  have 
already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restoration  to 
duty. 

The  proceedings  ift  the  foregoing  cases  of  Privates  Richard  P.  Han¬ 
ley,  Company  “C,”  and  Theodore  T.  Roth,  Company  “K,”  7th  Cavalry, 
are  disapproved.  These  cases  were  referred  to  the  Court  for  trial  by 
the  Commanding  Officer  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  authority 
of  the  Department  Commander.  The  record  shows  that  in  so  referring 
them,  the  Post  Commander  directed  the  Court  to  sit  without  regard  to 
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hours ;  an  order  not  within  his  power  to  legally  issue.  The  Court  hav¬ 
ing  transacted  its  business  outside  of  the  legal  hours  its  proceedings  are 
void.  An  official  copy  of  the  instructions  from  these  Headquarters 
should  have  been  furnished  to  the  Court,  and  made  matter  of  record. 
Private  Hanley  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 
In  the  case  of  Private  Roth,  orders  from  these  Headquarters,  directing 
his  release  from  confinement,  have  already  been  issued. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Charles  A.  Ellis,  Company  “E,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  The 
sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take  effect 
at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may  be 
serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  T>.  C. 


G.  G.  M. 


1.  Private  George  W.  Lidell,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Joseph  B.  Boling,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  James  Miller,  Company  “L,”  2d  Cavalry. 

4.  Trumpeter  George  A.  Davis,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  20th,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  54.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  54,  and  para¬ 
graphs  I  and  II,  Special  Orders  No.  75,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Sweitzer,  2d  Cavalry, 
is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  George  W.  Ijidell,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Desertion.” 

Specification.— -“In  this;  that  Private  George  W.  Lidell,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  same  on  or  about  April  5,  1874, 
and  did  remain  so  absent  until  apprehended  at  or  near  Madison 
Bridge,  Montana  Territory,  on  or  about  April  7tli,  1874.  This 
at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  April  5th,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  George  W.  Lidell,  Company  ‘A,’ 
7  th  Infantry,  did,  on  April  5th,  1874,  feloniously  take,  steal  and 
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carry  away,  and  appropriate  to  his  own  use:  One  (1)  Spring- 
field,  B.  L.  B.  musket,  model  1868,  one  (1)  gun-sling,  one  (1) 
screw-driver,  and  thirty  (30)  metallic  ball  cartridges,  amounting 
in  value  to  fifty-two  dollars  and  seventy-eight  cents  ($52.78), 
the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  1st  Lieutenant 
Charles  A.  Coolidge,  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  is  responsible.  All 
this  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  April  5th,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  W.  Lidell, 
Company  “A,”  7  th  Infantry,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  forfeit  all  pay  and  alloivances  now  due  or  that 
may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be  confined  in 
such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  the  period 
of  three  (3)  years.” 


2d.  Private  Joseph  R.  Boling,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Joseph  R.  Boling,  Company  ‘F,’ 
2d  U.  S.  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  on  the  3d  day  of  April,  1874,  and 
did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  at  Cockrill’s  Bridge,  M.  T., 
April  4,  1874.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  dates  above 
specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Joseph  R.  Boling,  Company  ‘F,’ 
2d  U.  S.  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  feloniously  take,  steal,  and  carry  away  for  his 
own  use  and  benefit:  One  (1)  horse,  one  (1)  saddle,  one  (1) 
saddle  blanket,  and  one  (1)  bridle,  the  property  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  which  Captain  George  L.  Tyler,  2d  U.  S.  Cavalry, 
was  responsible.  This  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  3d  day  of  April,  1874.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 
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Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Joseph  R.  Boling, 
Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  he  dishonorably  discharged  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due  or  that 
may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress,  and  to  be  confined  in 
such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  the  period 
of  three  (3)  years.” 

3d.  Private  James  Miller,  Company  “L,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge  I. — “Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Miller,  Company  ‘L,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of 
November,  1873,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  in  the 
town  of  Bozeman,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  21st  day  of  November, 
1873.  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
dates  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  50th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Miller,  Company  ‘L/ 
2d  Cavalry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the  post 
guard,  did  quit  his  guard  without  proper  authority.  This  at 
Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  20th  day  of  November,  1873.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘desert,’  and  ‘ap¬ 
prehended,’  substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘absent  himself  from,’ 
and  ‘arrested,’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  guilty  of  ‘absence  without 
leave.’  ” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Miller, 
Company  “  L,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  the  period  of  one  year,  and  to  forfeit  ten  dollars  per  month  of 
his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period." 

4th.  Trumpeter  George  A.  Davis,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 
Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  George  A.  Davis,  Trumpeter,  Company  ‘F,’  2d 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service,  and  remain  absent  until  appre¬ 
hended  near  Madison  Bridge,  M.  T.,  on  the  27th  day  of  May, 
1874.  This  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  24th  day  of  May, 
1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  George  A.  Davis,  Trumpeter,  Company  ‘F,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  did  feloniously  take,  steal  and  carry  away  for  his 
own  use  and  benefit :  One  (1)  Sharp’s  carbine,  one  (1)  service 
belt,  and  seventeen  (17)  rounds  centre  fire  metallic  cartridges, 


cal.  .50,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  Cap¬ 
tain  George  L.  Tyler,  2d  Cavalry,  is  responsible.  This  on  or 
about  the  24th  day  of  May,  1874,  at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Trumpeter  George  A. 
Davis,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all 
pay  and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of 
the  laundress,  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service,  and  then  to  be  confined 
in  such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  the 
period  of  three  (3)  years.” 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases 
of  Private  George  W.  Lidell,  Company  “A,”  7th  Infantry,  and  Trump¬ 
eter  George  A ■  Davis,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison  at 
Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 
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In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Joseph  R.  Boling,  Company  “F,”  2d 
Cavalry,  the  proceedings  are  approved.  In  the  opinion  of  the  review¬ 
ing  officer,  the  evidence  leaves  room  for  a  reasonable  doubt  of  the 
guilt  of  the  accused,  and  to  the  benefit  of  this  doubt  the  accused  is 
entitled.  The  findings  and  sentence  are  therefore  disapproved.  Pri¬ 
vate  Boling  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  James  Miller,  Company  “L,”  2d  Cavalry,  are  approved.  In  view 
of  the  length  of  time  he  has  been  in  custody,  the  sentence  is  mitigated 
to  confinement  under  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  com¬ 
pany  may  be  serving,  for  six  (6)  months,  with  forfeiture  of  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period.  As  thus 
mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  54,  and  para¬ 
graphs  I  and  II,  Special  Orders  No.  75,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Sweitzek,  2d  Cavalry,  is 
President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


. 
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Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  James  Lynch,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  William  McClellan,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Franklin  Beck,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  21st,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  55.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  51,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  W.  Benham,  7th  Infantry,  is 
President,  were  arraigned  and  tried:— 

1st.  Private  James  Lynch,  Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  James  Lynch,  Company  ‘B,’  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  having  been  regularly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the  post 
guard,  did  become  so  much  under  the  influence  of  intoxicating 
liquor  as  to  render  him  unfit  to  perform  his  duty.  This  at  Fort 
Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  15th  day  of  April,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Lynch, 
Company  “B,”  7tli  Infantry,  “  To  he  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge 
of  the  post  guard,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the 
United  States  ten  (10)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same 
period .” 

2d.  Private  William  McClellan,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  William  McClellan,  Company  ‘B,’  7th 
Infantry,  having  been  regularly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the 
post  guard,  did  become  so  much  under  the  influence  of  intoxicat¬ 
ing  liquor  as  to  render  him  unfit  to  perform  his  duty.  This  at 
Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  23d  day  of  April,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty,” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence, 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  McClellan, 
Company  “  B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge 
of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United 
States  ten  (10)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period,” 

3d.  Private  Franklin  Beck,  Company  “  G,”  7th  Infantry. 
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Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Franklin  Beck,  Company  ‘G,’ 
7th  Infantry,  became  drunk,  and  did  conduct  himself  in  a 
riotous  and  disorderly  manner.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on 
the  4th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Franklin  Beck,  Company  ‘G,’ 
7tli  Infantry,  did  maliciously  and  without  provocation,  assault 
and  brutally  and  severely  beat  and  otherwise  maltreat  an  Indian 
visiting  the  post,  thereby  inflicting  a  severe  wound  on  his  head, 
and  causing  other  bodily  injuries.  This  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on 
the  4th  of  May,  1874.”' 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Franklin  Beck , 
Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under 
charge  of  the  post  guard,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months,  and  to  forfeit 
to  the  United  States  ten  dollars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for 
the  same  period." 

II.. .The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  James  Lynch,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  So 
much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  is  remitted.  As  thus 


mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from 
confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  William  McClellan ,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
In  view  of  the  length  of  time  he  has  been  held  in  custody,  so  much  of 
the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  is  remitted.  As  thus  mitigated, 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  Private  McClellan  will  be  released 
from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Franklin  Beck,  Company  “G,”  7tli  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  c.  m;. 


1.  Private  Edward  Sheely,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  John  Costillo,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  William,  Kennedy,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Charles  H.  Oshwell,  Company  “  A,”  20th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  Cornelius  Monahan,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

6.  Private  Otto  Wahner,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

7.  Private  John  Kerns,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

8.  Private  James  Grennan,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

9.  Private  Thomas  Smith,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  28th,  1874. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  56.  J 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Seward, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  117,  and  Special 
Orders  No.  132,  current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which 
Captain  J.  H.  Patterson,  20th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned 
and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Edward  Sheely,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Edward  Sheely,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  proceed  to  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  the  east  side 
of  the  James  river,  without  permission,  and  in  violation  of  the 
orders  of  the  Post  Commander,  promulgated  in  General  Orders 
No.  7,  current  series,  Headquarters,  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.  This  at 
Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  May  21st,  1874.” 
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Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  42d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Edward  Sheely,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  quarters,  between 
tattoo,  May  21st,  1874,  and  reveille,  May  22d,  1874,  when  found 
asleep  in  Jamestown,  D.  T.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

To  the  Charge, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  Sheely, 
Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ($10)  ten  dollars 
of  his  monthly  pay,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the 
post  guard,  far  thirty  (30)  days.” 

2d.  Private  John  CostiUo,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 


Charge  I. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 
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Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Costillo,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  proceed  to  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  the  east  side 
of  the  James  river,  without  permission,  and  in  violation  of  the 
orders  of  the  Post  Commander,  promulgated  in  General  Orders 
No.  7,  current  series,  Headquarter’s,  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.  This  at 
Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  May  21st,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  42d  Article  of  War.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Costillo,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20tli  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  quarters,  between 
tattoo,  May  21st,  and  reveille,  May  22d,  1874,  when  found 
asleep  in  Jamestown,  D.  T.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Costillo, 
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Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ($10)  ten  dollars 
of  his  pay,  for  two  (2)  months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge 
of  the  post  guard,  for  thirty  (30)  days.” 

3d.  Private  William  Kennedy,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  William  Kennedy,  Company 
‘A,’  20th  Infantry,  did  proceed  to  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  the  east 
side  of  the  James  river,  without  permission,  and  in  violation  of 
the  orders  of  the  Post  Commander,  promulgated  in  General 
Orders  No.  7,  current  series,  Headquarters,  Fort  Seward,  D.  T. 
This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  May  21st, 
1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  42d  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he.  Private  William  Kennedy,  Company 
‘A,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  quarters,  between 
tattoo,  May  21st,  1874,  and  reveille,  May  22d,  1874,  when  found 
asleep  in  Jamestown,  D.  T.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  "Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  Kennedy, 

Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ($10)  ten  dollars 

of  his  monthly  pay,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  a  guard, 

for  thirty  (30)  days.” 

4th.  Private  Charles  H.  Oshwell,  Company  “  A,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Charles  II.  Oshwell,  Company 
‘A/  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  with¬ 
out  permission  from  the  proper  authority,  between  the  hours  of 
8  p.  M.,  May  22d,  1874,  and  10  A.  M.,  May  23d,  1874.  This  at 
Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  Private  Charles  H.  Oshwell,  Company 
‘  A,’  20th  Infantry,  was  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  perform  his 
duties.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of 
May,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Charles  H.  Oshwell,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘A,’  20th  Infantry,  was  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  per¬ 
form  his  duties.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the 
17th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

Specification  III. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Charles  H.  Oshwell,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  A,’  20th  Infantry,  was  so  drunk  as  to  be  unable  to  per¬ 
form  his  duties.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d 
day  of  May,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  H.  Osh- 
well,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ($10)  ten 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  months,  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  a  guard,  for  the  period  of  15  days.” 


5th.  Private  Cornelius  Monahan,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  Cornelius  Monahan,  Company 
‘A,’  20th  Infantry,  did  proceed  to  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  the  east 
side  of  the  James  river,  without  permission,  and  in  violation  of 
the  orders  of  the  Post  Commander,  promulgated  in  General  Or- 
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ders  No.  7,  current  series,  Headquarters,  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  night  of  May  21st,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  42d  Article  of  War.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Cornelius  Monahan,  Company 
‘A,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  quarters  between 
tattoo,  May  21st,  1874,  and  reveille,  May  22d,  1874,  when  found 
asleep  in  Jamestown,  D.  T.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Cornelius  Mona¬ 
han,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  TJ.  S.  ($10)  ten 
dollars  for  one  (1)  month,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of 
the  post  guard,  for  thirty  (30)  days.” 
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6th.  Private  Otto  Wahner,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Otto  Wahner,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  proceed  to  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  the  east  side 
of  the  James  river,  without  permission,  and  in  violation  of  the 
orders  of  the  Post  Commander,  promulgated  in  General  Orders 
No.  7,  current  series,  Headquarters,  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.  This  at 
Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  May  21st,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  42d  Article  of  War.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Otto  Wahner,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  quarters,  between 
tattoo,  May  21st,  1874,  and  reveille,  May  22d,  1874,  when  found 
asleep  in  Jamestown,  D.  T.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Otto  Wahner, 
Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ($10)  ten  dollars 
of  his  pay  for  one  month,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of 
a  guard,  for  thirty  (30)  days.” 


7th.  Private  John  Kerns,  Company  “A,”  20th Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Kerns,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  proceed  to  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  the  east  side 
of  the  James  river,  without  permission,  and  in  violation  of  the 
orders  of  the  Post  Commander,  promulgated  in  General  Orders 
No.  7,  current  series,  Headquarters,  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.  This  at 
Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  night  of  May  21st,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  42d  Article  of  War.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Kerns,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  quarters,  between 
tattoo,  May  21st,  1874,  and  reveille,  May  22d,  1874,  when  found 
asleep  in  Jamestown,  D.  T.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  above  specified.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
‘Guilty.” 

‘Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 
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Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  CiiARGi, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Kerns, 
Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ten  dollars 
($10)  of  his  pay,  for  one  month,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard  labor  under 
charge  of  the  guard,  for  thirty  (30)  days." 


8th.  Private  James  Grennan,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline,  in  violation  of  the  99th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  James  Grennan,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did,  on  or  about  midnight,  April  8th,  1874,  force 
or  burst  open  the  door  of  one  citizen  John  Nichols,  living  at  or 
near  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  and  did  assault  said  Nichols  by  drawing 
a  pistol,  and  saying  at  the  same  time  to  him,  (Nichols,)  that  he 
would  shoot  him,  if  he  would  not  give  him  whiskey,  or  words  to 
that  effect.  This  at  or  near  Jamestown,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  mid¬ 
night,  April  8th,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  James  Grennan,  Company  ‘A,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and  post 
without  permission  from  the  proper  authority,  on  or  about  the 
night  of  April  8,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Seward,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  date  above  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 
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Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Grennan, 
Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ten  dollars 
($10)  of  his  pay,  for  two  months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under 
charge  of  a  guard,  for  sixty  (60)  days." 

9th.  Private  Thomas  Smith,  Company  “C,”  Wth  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Smith,  Company  ‘  C,’ 
17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
U.  S.,  did  desert  the  same  on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  May,  187 4> 
and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  on  or  about  the  29th  day 
of  May,  1874.  All  this  at  Fort  Wadsworth,  D.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘  did  desert  the 
same and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty;  but  Guilty  of  ‘absence  without 
leave.’  ” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  excepting  the  words,  ‘did  desert  the 
same,’  substituting  in  their  stead,  ‘  did  absent  himself  without  leave 
and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty;  but  Guilty  of  ‘absence  without 
leave.’  ” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Smith, 
Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  U.  S.  ($10)  ten  dollars 
oj  liis  monthly  pay,  for  one  month,  and  to  he  confined  at  hard  labor  under 
charge  of  the  guard,  for  thirty  (30)  days." 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  eases  of 
Privates  Edward  Sheely,  Charles  H.  Oshwell  and  James  Grennan,  Com¬ 
pany  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  and  Thomas  Smith,  Company  “C,”  17th  In¬ 
fantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  John  Costillo,  Company  “A,”  20th 
Infantry,  the  findings  finder  the  1st  charge  and  its  specification,  are  disap¬ 
proved,  as  it  appears  from  the  record  that  the  accused  was  not  aware  of 
the  publication  of  the  order  he  was  charged  with  disobeying.  The 
proceedings  and  remainder  of  the  findings,  together  with  the  sen¬ 
tence,  are  approved.  The  sentence  is  mitigated  to  forfeiture  of  ten 
(10)  dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  one 
month,  and  as  thus  mitigated  will  be  duly  executed.  Private  Costillo 
will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

In  the  foregoing  cases  of  Privates  William  Kennedy  and  Otto  Wahner, 
Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  the  findings  under  the  1st  charge  and 
its  specification,  are  disapproved.  It  is  in  evidence  that  on  the  only 
two  occasions  when  the  post  order  referred  to  in  the  specification  (which 
was  issued  May  16th,  1874,)  was  read  to  the  company,  they  were  absent, 
and  it  is  not  shown  that  they  were  aware  of  its  existence.  The  pro¬ 
ceedings  and  remainder  of  the  findings,  are  approved.  The  sentence 
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is  disapproved.  Privates  Kennedy  and  Wahner  will  be  released  from 
confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Cornelius  Monahan,  Company  “A,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
So  much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  is  remitted,  and  as 
thus  mitigated,  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  Private  Monahan 
will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  John  Kerns,  Company  “A,,!  20th 
Infantry,  the  findings  under  the  1st  charge  and  its  specification,  are  dis¬ 
approved,  as  it  appears  from  the  record  that  the  accused  was  absent 
from  his  post  on  detached  service,  when  the  order  he  was  charged  with 
disobeying  (which  was  issued  May  16,  1874,)  was  read  to  his  company, 
and  only  returned  on  the  night  of  May  20th.  The  proceedings  and 
remainder  of  the  findings,  are  approved.  The  sentence  is  disapproved. 
Private  Kerns  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Seward, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  117,  and  Special 
Orders  No.  132,  current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which 
Captain  J.  H.  Patterson,  20th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dis¬ 
solved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  July  31,  1874. 

General  Orders,! 

No.  57.  f 

I.  The  authorized  civil  employees  and  extra  duty  men  in  the  Quarter¬ 
master’s  Department  at  the  several  stations  within  this  command,  will  be 
paid  once  a  month,  and  so  soon  after  the  last  day  of  each  month  as  the 
Quartermaster  is  furnished  with  funds  for  the  purpose.  Other  indebted¬ 
ness  of  the  Department  properly  incurred  and  payable  at  the  respective 
stations,  will  be  promptly  paid  thereat  as  they  fall  due. 

II.  The  Chief  Quartermaster  of  the  Department  will,  by  timely  remit¬ 
tances,  keep  the  several  Post  Quartermasters  and  others  concerned,  sup¬ 
plied  with  funds  so  that  the  above  may  be  carried  into  effect.  In  making 
such  remittances  he  will  advise  the  officer  of  the  specific  purposes  for 
which  funds  are  sent,  and  those  funds  will  not  be  expended  for  any  other 
object  or  purposes  than  those  so  specified. 

III.  No  indebtedness  will  be  incurred  on  account  of  the  Quartermaster’s 
Department  unless  the  same  shall  first  have  been  authorized  from  these 
headquarters,  except  in  cases  of  public  emergency,  such  as  may  attend 
the  sending  out  of  escorts  or  details  on  detatehed  service,  &c.,  and  in  all 
such  cases  the  nature  ami  amount  of  indebtedness  will  be  promptly  re¬ 
ported  to  the  Commanding  Officer  of  the  post  where  the  same  is  payable; 
and  said  Commanding  Officer  will  direct  that  a  special  estimate  of  funds 
to  meet  the  case,  be  promptly  made  and  forwarded  to  the  Chief  Quarter¬ 
master  of  the  Department,  accompanied  by  orders  and  explanations 
necessary  to  a  proper  understanding  of  the  matter. 

IV.  The  regular  monthly  estimates  ol  funds  will  be  transmitted  so  that 
they  shall  reach  these  headquarters  by  the  10th  day  of  the  month  pre¬ 
ceding  the  one  the  funds  are  required  for. 


OFFICIAL. : 


By  Command  of  Rrioadier  General  Terry. 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  Gen&ral. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


. 


:  ■  .•  ..  .  ■ 


" 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  12th,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  58.  f 

I... The  Court  of  Inquiry,  of  which  Colonel  W.  B.  Hazen,  6th  In¬ 
fantry,  is  president,  instituted  by  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No. 
125,  current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  upon  the  application  of 
2d  Lieutenant  Charles  Metcalfe,  17th  IT.  S.  Infantry,  “to  investi¬ 
gate  and  report  Upon  the  facts  connected  with  the  loss  of  certain 
‘  checks,’  for  the  transfer  of  public  funds,  claimed  by  him  to  have  been 
transmitted  through  the  public  mails  to  the  Chief  Commissary  of  the 
Department,  and  lost  in  such  transmittal,”  has  made  the  following 
report  i 

In  obedience  to  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  125,  Headquarters, 
Department  of  Dakota,  June  16th,  1874,  the  Court  of  Inquiry  therein 
instituted,  convened  in  Saint  Paul,  Minnesota,  on  the  day  designated 
for  its  assembling,  and  proceeded  to  an  investigation  of  the  facts  con¬ 
nected  with  the  loss  of  certain  checks,  claimed  by  2d  Lieutenant  Charles 
Metcalfe,  17th  LT.  S.  Infantry,  to  have  been  transferred  through  the 
public  mails,  to  the  Chief  Commissary  of  the  Department. 

After  as  thorough  an  investigation  as  the  character  of  the  transaction 
rendered  possible,  the  Court  report  the  facts  thereby  developed,  as 
follows : 


Pacts. 

First:  On  the  25th  day  of  April,  1873,  at  Grand  River,  D.  T., 
Lieutenant  Metcalfe,  A.C.  S.  at  that  post,  caused  to  be  prepared  for 
his  signature,  and  did  sign,  an  invoice,  setting  forth  a  transfer  of 
subsistence  funds  to  the  amount  of  seven  hundred  and  two  dollars  and 
one  cent  ($702.01)  to  Captain  J.  H.  Gilman,  the  then  Chief  Com¬ 
missary  of  the  Department.  The  invoice  specifies  that  the  funds  con¬ 
sisted  of  thirteen  (13)  described  checks  of  different  disbursing  officers 


of  the  government,  in  favor  of  enlisted  men  and  civilian  employes, 
for  sums  ranging  in  amount  from  $6.15  to  $180.00.  These  checks  he 
procured  from  Captain  William  M.  Van  Horne.  He  at  the  same  time 
caused  to  be  prepared  for  his  signature,  and  did  sign  a  letter  of  trans¬ 
mittal,  addressed  to  Captain  Gilman,  which,  with  the  invoice  and  checks, 
he  enclosed  in  an  envelope  in  the  presence  of  the  Commissary  Ser¬ 
geant. 

Second:  On  the  15th  day  of  May,  1873,  Captain  Gilman  received 
from  the  Post  Office  in  Saint  Paul,  the  letter  of  transmittal  and  in¬ 
voice  above  referred  to,  in  an  envelope  which  had  been  registered  at 
Grand  River,  D.  T.,  and  post-marked  at  that  point,  April  29th,  1873,  but 
without  the  thirteen  (13)  described  checks,  which  should  have  been 
enclosed. 


Third:  On  the  5th  day  of  June,  1873,  Captain  Gilman  received 
from  Lieutenant  Thomas  G.  Troxel,  A.  C.  S.  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T., 
among  other  checks,  five  of  the  number  described  in  Lieutenant  Met¬ 
calfe’s  invoice,  amounting  to  two  hundred  and  seventy-six  dollars  and 
twenty-three  cents  ($276.23) ;  of  the  other  eight  checks  no  intelligence 
has  ever  been  received,  as  they  have  never  been  presented  for  payment. 
Captain  Gilman  at  once  notified  Lieutenant  Metcalfe  by  telegraph  of 
the  receipt  of  these  checks,  and  asked  him  if  he  had  endorsed  the 
checks  he  had  transmitted.  Lieutenant  Metcalfe  responded  by  tele¬ 
graph  that  he  was  positive  he  had  endorsed  them.  In  a  letter  written 
at  the  same  time,  however,  he  stated  that  he  believed  he  must  have  en¬ 
dorsed  them,  as  such  was  his  custom.  The  five  checks  herein  referred 
to,  do  not  bear  his  endorsement. 

Fourth:  The  envelope  covering  the  letter  of  transmittal  and  in¬ 
voice,  appears  to  have  been  opened  and  re-sealed,  in  which  condition 
it  was  when  it  was  received  by  Captain  Gilman.  The  condition  of  the 
official  registered  package  envelope,  which  enclosed  the  registered 
letter  between  the  Grand  River  and  Saint  Paul  offices,  indicates  that  it 
could  not  have  been  disturbed  in  transit.  This,  taken  in  connection 
with  the  fact  that  the  checks  received  from  Lieutenant  Troxel  could 
not  have  been  sent  from  Saint  Paul  to  Fort  Rice  in  the  time  elapsing 
between  the  date  of  the  receipt  of  the  registered  letter  in  the  former 
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place,  and  the  date  they  were  sent  from  Fort  Rice,  establishes  the  fact, 
that  when  the  registered  letter  was  placed  in  the  official  registered 
package  envelope  at  Grand  River,  it  did  not  contain  the  thirteen  checks 
the  invoice  referred  to. 

These  are  all  the  facts  susceptible  of  demonstration. 

Lieutenant  Metcalfe  testifies  that  he  took  the  envelope  containing  the 
letter  of  transmittal,  invoice,  and  checks,  to  the  post  office  at  Grand 
River,  on  the  day  of  its  date,  April  25th,  1873;  that,  finding  the  office 
locked,  he  took  the  package  to  his  quarters  and  placed  it  in  his  safe, 
where  it  remained  until  the  next  day,  when  he  mailed  and  registered  it 
in  good  condition ;  that  he  asked  the  Postmaster  what  amount  of  post¬ 
age  would  be  required,  and  was  informed  twenty -four  (24)  cents,  whiclx 
amount  is  found  to  have  been  affixed  in  stamps.  He  also  testifies  that 
he  received  the  thirteen  checks  from  Captain  Van  Horne,  in  two 
different  lots ;  that  he  is  confident  he  endorsed  the  checks  first  received 
while  Captain  Van  Home  was  absent  procuring  the  others,  and  that  he 
thought  he  endorsed  the  second  lot.  He  further  testifies  that  he  did 
not  receive  a  receipt  for  the  letter  until  a  few  hours  after  he  mailed  it, 
and  that  it  was  dated  April  29th,  1873,  the  date  when  the  mail  would 
probably  leave. 

In  corroboration  of  his  testimony,  it  is  in  evidence  that  the  post 
office  at  Grand  River  at  that  time,  was  carelessly  administered,  and 
that  free  and  very  general  access  to  the  mails  on  the  part  of  outsiders 
was  possible ;  that  there  was  no  safe  in  the  office,  and  that  registered 
letters  awaiting  the  departure  of  the  mail  were  kept  exposed  to  view, 
and  that  depredations  upon  the  mail  had  been  committed  along  the 
same  mail  line. 

It  is  also  in  evidence,  that  the  registry  fee  for  letters  in  April,  1873, 
was  fifteen  (15)  cents,  and  that  the  letter  of  transmittal,  invoice,  and  two 
envelopes,  would  require  but  six  (6)  cents  postage,  while  with  thirteen 
checks  of  the  same  weight  as  those  claimed  to  have  been  sent,  a  post¬ 
age  of  nine  (9)  cents  would  be  required — the  exact  sum  paid. 

Opinion. 

The  opinion  is  expressed,  that,  so  far  as  now  appears,  there  is  no 
proof  in  support  of  the  theory  advanced  by  officers  of  the  Post  Office 
Department,  that  Lieutenant  Metcalfe  failed  to  enclose  the  checks  as 
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he  claimed  to  have  done,  and  that  further  action  on  the  part  of  the 
military  authorities  is  not,  at  present,  demanded. 

11. . .The  proceedings,  findings  and  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry, 
are  approved. 

111.. . The  Court  of  Inquiry  instituted  by  paragraph  III,  Special 
Orders  No.  125,  current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which 
Colonel  W.  B.  Hazen,  6th  Infantry,  is  president,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  Generae  Terry, 


OFFICIAL : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General , 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  I).  C. 


1 1 KA  IHjllA  RTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

St.  PavJ.  Minn..  Auymt  17.  1874 

General  Orders,  1 
No.  59.  f 

The  ‘‘  Middle  District  ”  of  this  Military  Department  will,  until  further 
orders,  comprise  the  following  named  posts,  viz  :  Forts  Stevenson,  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln  ami  Rice,  Camp  Hancock  and  Grand  River  Agency.  The 
headquarters  will  be  established  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  and  Lieuten¬ 
ant-Colonel  G.  A.  Cluster,  7th  Cavalry,  is  assigned  to  the  command. 

The  posts,  Forts  Randall,  Sully,  Cheyenne  and  Lower  Brule  Agencies 
will  constitute  the  “  Southern  ”  District,  with  headquarters  at  Fort  Ran¬ 
dall — Lieutenant-Colonel  Pinkney  Luyenbeet,  1st  Infantry,  is  assigned  to 
the  command. 

The  attention  of  the  I  >istrict  Commanders  is  called  to  the  provisions 
of  Department  General  Orders  No.  64,  of  1869,  lor  their  information  in 
regard  to  the  extent  and  limitations  of  their  duties  and  powers. 


By  Command  or  Brigadier  General  Tkkky. 

O.  1).  GREENE, 

Amstaut  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  M  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M 


1.  Sergeant  William  Perritt,  Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  John  Scully,  Company  “  H,”  20th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  James  Shields,  Company  “II,”  20th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Peter  O'Donnell,  Company  “  G,”  20th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  John  C.  Fahy,  Company  “G,”  20th  Infantry. 

6.  Private  E.  J.  McDonald,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  22 d,  1874. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  60.  i 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 

Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  YI,  Special  Orders  No.  loo,  current 

series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes, 

20th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Sergeant  William  Perritt,  Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Sergeant  William  Perritt,  Company  ‘H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  was  drunk  and  disorderly.  This  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  July  14th,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  Sergeant  William  Perritt,  Company  ‘H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  Company  Commander, 
to  remain  in  his  squad-room,  did  leave  his  room  and  go  to  the 


room  of  the  1st  Sergeant,  creating  a  disturbance  therein.  This 
at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  July  14th,  1874.” 


Specification  II. — “  In  this ;  that  Sergeant  William  Perritt,  Company 
‘  H,’  20th  Infantry,  being  ordered  by  his  Company  Commander, 
to  go  to  his  quarters  in  arrest,  did  refuse  to  do  so,  saying :  *  I’ll 

be  God  d -  if  I  go,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at  Fort 

Snelling,  Minn.,  July  14th,  1874.” 

Charge  III. — “  Drunkenness  on  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order 
and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  Sergeant  William  Perritt,  Company  ‘  H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  having  been  by  competent  authority  ordered  to 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  on  official  business,  did  become  so  drunk  as 
to  be  unfit  for  the  performance  of  such  duty.  This  at  or  near 
Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  the  14th  day  of  July,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  III. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


FINDING. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 


Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 
Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Sergeant  William  Perritt, 
Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  be  reduced  to  the  ranks,  to  forfeit  to 
the  United  States  twelve  dollars  ($12.00)  of  his  pay  per  month,  for  two 
(2)  months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the 
same  period .” 


2d.  Private  John  Scully,  Company  “|H,”  20th  Infantry.” 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he, .  Private  John  Scully,  Company  ‘H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  detailed  as  ‘cook’s  police’  of 
his  company,  did  become  so  much  under  the  influence  of  intoxi¬ 
cating  liquor  as  to  be  unfit  for  duty.  This  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  July  11th,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Scully,  Company  ‘II,’ 
20th  Infantry,  having  been  duly  detailed  as  1  eook’s  police  ’  of 
his  company,  did  absent  himself  without  proper  authority,  from 
his  duties,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested  and  confined. 
This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  July  11th,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Scully,  Company  ‘H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  when  told  by  1st  Sergeant  Laurence  Fahey,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘H,’  20th  Infantry,  to  go  with  him  to  the  guard-house,  did 
resist  Sergeant  Fahey,  who  was  in  the  execution  of  his  duty,  and 


did  refuse  to  obey  him,  saying,  *  I  won’t  go  with  you,  help  your¬ 
self  if  you  can,’  or  words  to  that  effect,  and  did  strike  at  Ser¬ 
geant  Fahey  with  his  fists.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  July 
11th,  1874.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 


Finding. 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 


the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Scully ,  Com¬ 
pany  “  H,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dollars 
($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  he  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period ;  the  first 
twenty  (20)  days  carrying  a  loaded  knapsack  weighing  thirty  (30)  pounds, 
from  fatigue  call  A.  M.  to  retreat,  allowing  a  half  an  hour  for  dinner .” 


3d.  Private  James  Shields,  Company  “  H,”  20th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Disobedience  of  orders.” 
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Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Shields,  Company  ‘H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  superior  officer.  2d 
Lieutenant  Wm.  H.  Low,  Jr ,  20th  Infantry,  to  return  immedi¬ 
ately  to  his  company  and  post,  did  fail  to  obey  said  order.  This 
near  Minnehaha  Falls,  Minn.,  on  or  about  July  13th,  18^4.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Shields,  Company 
‘  H,’  20th  Infantry,  being  asked  by  2d  Lieutenant  William  H. 
Low,  Jr.,  20th  Infantry,  who  he  was,  did  reply,  Private  O’Brien, 
Company  ‘  H,’  20th  Infantry ;  all  of  which  was  false.  This  near 
Minnehaha  Falls,  Minn.,  on  or  about  July  13tli,  1874.” 

Specification  II.— “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Shields,  Company 
‘  H,’  20th  Infantry,  being  asked  by  2d  Lieutenant  Wm.  H.  Low, 
Jr.,  20th  Infantry,  if  he  had  permission  to  be  absent  from  his 
post,  did  reply  that  he  had  a  pass  lasting  until  drill-call,  all  of 
which  was  false.  This  near  Minnehaha  Falls,  Minn,  July  13th, 
1874” 


Charge  III. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification.— “  In  this :  that  he,  Private  James  Shields,  Company  *  11/ 
20th  Infantry,  being  on  the  sick  report,  did  absent  himself  from 
his  company  and  post,  and  did  visit  Minnehaha  Falls,  without 
proper  authority.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  Julv  13th, 
1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows.: 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  III. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Charge  I. 


Of  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  III, 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Shields, 
Company  “  II,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  two  (2)  months,  and  to  be 
confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period  ;  the  first 
ten  (10)  days  carrying  a  loaded  knapsack  weighing  thirty  (30)  pounds,  from 
fatigue  call  A.  M.  to  retreat,  allowing  a  half  an  hour  for  dinner .” 

4th.  Private  Peter  O' Donnell,  Company  “G,”  20tli  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9th  Article 
of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Peter  O'Donnell,  Company  ‘G,’ 
20th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  superior  officer,  2d 
Lieutenant  W.  H.  Ilamner,  20th  Infantry,  to  accompany  his 
detachment  to  Fort  Ripley,  Minn.,  did  willfully  disobey  said  or¬ 
der.  This  at  or  near  Brainerd,  Minn.,  on  or  about  the  16th  day 
of  July,  1874.” 


Charge  II.-“  Absence  without  leave,  in  violation  of  the  21st  Article 
of  War.” 

„  •e.niinn _ “In  this-  that  Private  Peter  O’Donnell,  Company  ‘G,’ 

^Vintotry.did  absent  himaelf  from  his  detachment 

leave  from  his  Commanding  Officer.  Tin.  at  or  near  Bramerd, 
Minn.,  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  July,  1874. 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  asfollows: 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Peter  O'Donnell 
Company  «G,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  one  (1)  month,  and  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard  at  his  proper  post,  for  thirty  (30)  days. 


5th.  Private  John  C.  Fahy,  Company  “G,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I.— “Disrespect  towards  his  Commanding  Officer,  in  violation 
of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  John  C.  Fahy,  Company  ‘G,’  20th 
Infantry,  did  behave  himself  with  contempt  and  disrespect  to* 
wards  his  Commanding  Officer,  2d  Lieutenant  William  H.  Ham- 
ner,  20th  Infantry,  in  that,  having  been  twice  refused  permission 
to  remain  in  Brainerd,  Minn.,  did,  in  presence  of  enlisted  men, 
say,  that  ‘he  would  remain  anyhow.’  This  at  or  near  Brainerd, 
Minn.,  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  July,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9th  Article 
of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  Private  John  C.  Fahy,  Company  ‘  G,’  20tli 
Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  superior  officer,  2dLieuten-- 
ant  W.  H.  Hamner,  20th  Infantry,  to  accompany  his  detach-' 
ment  to  Fort  Ripley,  Minn.,  did  willfully  disobey  said  order. 
This  at  or  near  Brainerd,  Minn.,  On  or  about  the  16th  day  of 
July,  1874.” 


Charge  III. — “Absence  without  leave,  in  violation  of  the  21st  Article 
of  War.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  John  C.  Fahy,  Company  ‘G,’  20th 
Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  detachment  without  leave 
from  his  Commanding  Officer.  This  at  or  near  Brainerd,  Minn., 
on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  July,  1874.”' 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  ;• 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty,” 


Charge  II, 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  III, 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty,” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced.  Unde 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty. 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.’’ 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.’ 

Charge  III. 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

(30)  days.” 


6th.  Private  E.  J.  McDomld,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 


Charge. — “  Larceny,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  thi.;  that  he,  Private  E.  J.  McD oauW,  Company 
^  20th  Infantry,  did  enter  the  orderly  room  of  Company  C 

2olh  Infantry,  and  did  take  therefrom  without  P“— ■  “d 
with  intent  to  dishonestly  convert  to  hr.  own  use;  0"=  (1) 
nel  shirt  and  one  (1)  pair  of  drawers,  the  property  of  theLmted 
stes  anlfor  which  Captain  H.  G.  Thomas,  20th  Infantry,  rs 
responsible.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  about  9  o  clock  A.  m., 
July  24th,  1874.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘and  with  intent  to 
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dishonestly  convert  to  his  own  use;’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not 
Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘and  with  intent  to 
dishonestly  convert  to  his  own  use and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not 
Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty;  but  guilty  of  conduct  prejudicial 
to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  E.  J.  McDonald, 
Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  one  1 1 )  month." 


11..  .The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Sergeant  William  Perritt,  Privates  John  Scully  and  James  Shields,  Com¬ 
pany  “H,”  and  Private  Peter  O’Donnell,  Company  “G,”  20th  Infan¬ 
try,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 

In  the  foregoing  ease  of  Private  John  C.  Faky,  Company  “G,”  20th 
Infantry,  the  findings  under  the  first  charge  and  its  specification,  are 
disapproved,  there  being  no  evidence  in  the  record  to  sustain  them.  The 
proceedings  and  sentence,  together  with  the  remainder  of  the  findings, 
are  approved.  The  sentence  is  mitigated  to  forfeiture  of  ten  (10)  dol¬ 
lars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  two  (2)  months,  and  confine¬ 
ment  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  thirty  (30) 
days.  As  thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  E.  J.  McDonald,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from  confine¬ 
ment  and  restored  to  duty. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
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Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  VI,  Special  Orders  No.  155,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes, 
20th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


By  Command  or  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


0.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  O.  M. 


1.  Sergeant  Daniel  Gorom,  Company  “  C,”  1st  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Alfred  J.  Lewis,  Company  C,”  1st  Infantry. 

3.  Private  William  H.  Helwig,  Company  “  C,”  1st  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  24th,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  61.  / 

T.. .Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Porter, 
Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  108, 
current  series,  Headquarters  Military  Division  of  the  Atlantic,  and  of 
which  Captain  I.  D.  De  Russy,  1st  Infantry,  is  President,  were  ar¬ 
raigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Sergeant  Daniel  Gorom,  Company  “C,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili¬ 
tary  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Sergeant  Daniel  Gorom,  of  Company 
‘C,’  1st  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  mounted  as  sergeant  of 
the  guard  of  the  post  of  Fort  Porter,  N.  Y.,  on  the  2d  day  of 
June,  1874,  and  while  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  as  ser¬ 
geant  of  the  guard,  did  send  military  convict  Patrick  Sloan,  out 
to  work  under  charge  of  Private  Alfred  J.  Lewis,  of  Company 
'  C,’  1st  Infantry,  a  member  of  the  police  party  of  the  post,  in  direct 
violation  of  existing  orders,  to  wit ;  1  No  general  prisoners  shall 

be  sent  out  from  the  guard-house,  except  under  charge  of  a 
member  of  the  guard.’  This  at  Fort  Porter,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about 
the  2d  day  of  June,  1874.” 
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To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Sergeant  Daniel  Gorom, 

Company  “C,”  1st  Infantry. 

2d.  Private  Alfred  J.  Lewis,  Company  “  C,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Alfred  J.  Lewis,  of  Company 
‘  C,’  1st  Infantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  as  a  soldier  into  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  on  the  11th  day  of  July,  1873,  did 
desert  the  same  at  Fort  Porter,  N.  Y.,  on  the  2d  day  of  Junej 
1874,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested  at  and  brought  back 
from  Tonawanda,  N.  Y.,  by  J.  O.  Henderson,  of  the  Buffalo  City 
detective  force.” 

Charge  II. — “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  Alfred  J.  Lewis,  of  Company 
‘  C,’  1st  Infantry,  being  a  member  of  the  regular  police  party  of 
the  post  of  Fort  Porter,  N.  Y.,  and  having  been  placed  in  charge 
of  military  convict  Patrick  Sloan,  and  Private  Jerome  Foley,  of 
Company  ‘A,’  1st  Infantry,  a  garrison  prisoner,  to  take  them  to 
work  in  the  storehouse  of  the  Acting  Assistant  Quartermaster 
of  the  post,  did  turn  Private  Jerome  Foley  over  to  Commissary 
Sergeant  James  Nelson,  U.  S.  A.,  and  did  go  toward  the  men’s 
sinks  of  the  post  with  the  said  Patrick  Sloan,  and  did  then  leave 
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the  post  and  reservation  with  the  said  Sloan,  after  taking 
off  his  belts  and  throwing  them  away,  aud  did  proceed  to  Ton- 
awanda,  N.  Y.,  with  the  said  Sloan,  and  did  remain  absent  until 
both  were  apprehended  and  brought  back  by  J.  O.  Henderson, 
Buffalo  City  detective  force,  on  the  2d  of  June,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Alfred  J.  Lewis; 

of  Company  “  C,”  1st  Infantry,  “  To  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  United  States,  with  the  loss  of  all  pay  and  allowances  that  are 
now  due  or  that  may  become  due  him,  and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
at  such  place  as  the  Commanding  General  may  designate,  for  the  period  of 
five  years." 

3d.  Private  William  H.  Helwig,  Company  “  C,”  1st  Infantry. 
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Charge  I. — “Neglect  of  duty,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and 
military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  William  H.  Helwig,  of  Company 
‘C,’  1st  Infantry,  while  on  duty  as  a  member  of  the  post  guard, 
did  permit  Private  Morris,  of  Company  ‘M,’  7th  Cavalry,  a 
prisoner  in  his  charge,  to  escape.  This  at  Fort  Porter,  N,  Y., 
on  or  about  the  18th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

Charge  II.— “  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  William  H.  Helwig,  of  Com¬ 
pany  ‘C,’  1st  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  mounted  as  a 
sentinel  on  No.  3  post,  did,  on  seeing  Sergeant  John  Greene,  of 
Company  ‘A,’  1st  Infantry,  sergeant  of  the  guard,  approach  his 
post,  turn  his  back  and  walk  away,  and  did  continue  to  so  walk 
away  until  twice  called  by  the  said  Sergeant  Greene,  and  did 
answer  in  an  insolent  manner,  ‘  I  know  what  you  want,  it  is  all 
right,’  and  when  ordered  to  approach  and  turn  over  his  orders, 
did  hesitate  to  obey  said  order,  and  on  being  again  ordered  to 
approach,  did  say  in  a  defiant  manner,  ‘Well  now,  what  do  you 
want,’  and  when  ordered  to  bring  his  musket  to  arms  port  and 
turn  over  his  orders,  did  throw  his  piece  across  his  body  in  an 
unsoldierly  position,  and  commence  shouting  his  orders  in  a 
boisterous  manner,  and  on  being  ordered  to  repeat  his  orders  in 
a  low  tone,  did  continue  in  a  loud  voice,  and  did  say  in  an  in¬ 
sulting  manner,  ‘  There,  will  that  suit  you,’  or  words  to  that 
effect ;  the  said  Sergeant  Greene  being  at  the  time  in  the  execution 
of  his  duty  as  sergeant  of  the  guard.  This  at  Fort  Porter,  N.  Y., 
on  or  about  the  27th  of  May,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charg  e,  “  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  II.  Hel- 
wig,  of  Company  “C,”  1st  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in 
charge  of  the  guard,  for  two  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  eight 
dollars  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period .” 


II... The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Sergeant 
Daniel  Gorom,  Company  “C,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  arrest  and  restoration  to 
duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Alfred  J.  Lewis,  Company  “C,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved.  So 
much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  the  period  of  confinement,  is  mitigated 
to  three  (3)  years,  and  as  thus  mitigated,  will  be  duly  executed.  The 
post  where  his  company  may  be  serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of 
confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  William  H.  Heltvig,  Company  “C,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved. 
In  view  of  the  length  of  time  that  has  elapsed  since  his  confinement, 
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the  sentence  is  remitted.  He  will  be  released  from  confinement  and 
restored  to  duty. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry*. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


G.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  William  Simon,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Bobert  Marlow,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  2 5th,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  62.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  51,  and  paragraph  IV,  Special 
Orders  No.  68,  current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which 
Captain  D.  W.  Benham,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned 
and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  William  Simon,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  William  Simon,  Company  ' K,' 
7th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  from  said  service  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  19th  day  of  March,  1874,  and  did  remain  absent  there¬ 
from  until  apprehended  at  or  near  Dear  Lodge,  M.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  29th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows; 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  Simon, 
Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Slates  all  pay  and 
(dlowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  un¬ 
der  charge  of  the  guard  until  August  22 d,  1876,  the  expiration  of  his  term 
of  enlistment;  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from  the  United  States 
military  service.” 

2d.  Private  Robert  Marlow,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  he,  Private  Robert  Marlow,  Company  ‘K,’  7tli 
Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  19th  day  of  March,  1874,  and  did  remain  absent  therefrom 
until  the  17th  day  of  June,  1874,  at  which  date  he  voluntarily 
surrendered  himself  at  or  near  Little  Boulder,  Montana  Terri¬ 
tory.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Robert  Marlow, 
Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge 
of  the  post  guard,  for  the  period  of  six  (6)  months,  and  to  forfeit  to  the 
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United  States  the  sum  of  ten  dollars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  hih  monthly  pay, 
for  the  same  period 


II. ..The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  William  Simon,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Court,  based  on  the  excellent  character 
of  the  accused,  the  sentence  is  remitted.  Private  Simon  will  be  released 
from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Robert  Marlow,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


' 


a.  o.  m. 


Private  nomas  Vaughan,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 
Private  William  C.  Lunsdun,  Company  “H,  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  26th,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  63.  J 

I...Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  <  tjt  taj 
M  T  by  virtue  of  Special  Order.  No.  51,  and  paragraph  IV,  Specud 

OrdemNo  68  current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which 
lst^Lieutenant  W.  I.  Reed,  7th  Infantry,  i.  President,  were  arra.gned 
and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Thomas  Vaughan,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge.— “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

proper  performance  of  hi,  duties  a.  *  *■  C”"P 

Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  July ,  187  . 

e  TTT— “In  this-  that  lie,  Private  Thomas  Vaughan,  Com- 

^Ty  7th  In&nW.  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for 
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the  proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Camp 
Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  July,  1873.” 

Specification  IV. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Vaughan,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘H,’  7th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for 
the  proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Camp 
Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  3d  day  of  October,  1873.” 

Specification  V. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Vaughan,  Company 
‘H,’  7th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for  the 
proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Camp 
Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  October,  1873.” 

Specification  VI. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Vaughan,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘H,’  7th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for 
the  proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Camp 
Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Specification  VII. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Vaughan,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘H,’  7th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for 
the  proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Camp 
Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  January,  1874.” 

Specification  VIII. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Vaughan,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘  H,’  7th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for 
the  proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Camp 
Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  March,  1874.” 

Specification  IX. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Vaughan,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘H,’  7th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for 
the  proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Camp 
Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of*March,  1874.” 

Specification  X. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Vaughan,  Company 
‘H,’  7th  Infantry,  did  become  so  drunk  as  to  unfit  him  for  the 
proper  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  This  at  Camp 
Baker,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  14th  day  of  March,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
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To  the 
To  the 
sustained 
To  the 
To  the 
To  the 
To  the 
To  the 
To  the 
To  the 
To  the 
To  the 


1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

2d  Specification,  “Special  plea  of  the  accused  in  bar  of  trial 
by  the  Court.” 

3d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

4th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 
oth  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

6th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

7th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

8th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

9th  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

10th  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  find 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  4th  Specification, 
Of  the  5th  Specification, 
Of  the  6th  Specification, 
Of  the  7th  Specification, 
Of  the  8th  Specification, 
Of  the  9th  Specification, 
Of  the  10th  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 


•  Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Vaughan, 
Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  one  (1)  month.  The 
Court  is  thus  lenient  in  consideration  of  the  long  period  of  confinement  suf¬ 
fered  by  the  man  for  offences  that  should  have  been  punished  at  the  time  of 
commission,  and  in  view  of  the  character  given  by  the  officers  of  the  company.” 
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2d.  Private  William  C.  Lunsdun,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  William  C.  Lunsdun,  Company 
‘H,’  7th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Camp  Baker,  M.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  15th  day  of  April,  1874,  and  did  remain  absent 
therefrom  until  apprehended  at  or  near  Deer  Lodge,  M.  T.,  on 
or  about  the  29th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  G. 
Lunsdun,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
all  pay  and  allowances  now  dm  or  that  may  become  due,  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  post  guard  until  May  26th,  1875,  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  his  term  of  enlistment,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from 
the  military  service  of  the  United  States .” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Thomas  Vaughan,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
A  proper  investigation  of  this  case  on  the  part  of  the  Post  Commander 
— before  transmitting  the  charges  to  these  Headquarters — would  have 
shown  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  bringing  it  before  a  General  Court 
Martial.  Private  Vaughan  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  re¬ 
stored  to  duty. 


The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  William  C.  Lunsdun,  Company  “H,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  O.  M. 


Private  Patrick  McCue,  Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  10 th,  1874. 

General  Orders ) 

No.  64.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  VI,  Special  Orders  No.  155,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes, 
20th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

Private  Patrick  McCue,  Company  “  H,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  1. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Patrick  McCue,  Company  ‘H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and  post 
without  proper  authority,  from  about  retreat,  August  22d,  until 
about  noon,  August  25th,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn., 
on  the  dates  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Disobedience  of  orders.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Patrick  McCue,  Company  ‘H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  having  been  ordered  by  his  superior  officer, 
Lieutenant  Walworth  W.  Wood,  20th  Infantry,  to  report  as  soon 
as  possible  to  his  company  and  post,  (he,  McCue,  being  absent 
without  leave  at  the  time,)  did  fail  to  obey  that  order.  This  at 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  about  noon  the  24th  day  of  August,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Patrick  McOue, 
Company  “  H,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  twelve 
dollars  ($12.00)  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  two  (2)  months,  and  to  be  confined 
at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  post  guard  until  September  15 th,  1874.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Patrick  McCue,  Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Peter  Lundquist,  Company  “A,”  1st  Infantry. 

2.  Private  John  B.  Smith,  Company  “D,”  1st  Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  25th,  1874. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  65.  J 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  155,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Pinkney  Lugexbeel,  1st  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and 
tried : — 


1st.  Private  Peter  Lundquist,  Company  “  A,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Desertion.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  Private  Peter  Lundquist,  Company  ‘A,’ 
1st  Infantry,  formerly  of  Company  ‘H.’  6th  Infantry,  having 
been  regularly  enlisted  in  the  army  of  the  United  States,  on  the 
7th  day  of  September,  1870,  did  desert  the  same  at  Sioux  City, 
Iowa,  on  the  15th  day  of  June,  1872,  and  did  remain  absent 
until  on  or  about  October  27th,  1873,  when  he  surrendered  him¬ 
self  under  the  provisions  of  General  Orders  No.  102,  War  De¬ 
partment,  A.  G.  O.,  October  10th,  1873,  and  was  restored  to  dub- 
subject  to  the  conditions  of  the  said  order.” 

SpecificationYl. — “In  this;  that  Private  Peter  Lundquist,  Company  ‘A,- 
1st  Infantry,  formerly  of  Company  ‘H,’  6th  Infantry,  having 
surrendered  himself  at  Fort  Porter,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  October 


27th,  1873,  under  the  provisions  of  General  Orders  No,  102, 
War  Department,  A.  G.  O.,  October  10th,  1873,  and  transferred 
to  Company  ‘  A,’  1st  Infantry,  per  Special  Orders  No.  247,  War 
Department,  A.  G.  O.,  December  13th,  1873,  did  again  desert 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of 
May,  1874,  and  did  remain  absent  until  arrested  by  a  police 
officer  of  the  City  of  Buffalo,  on  the  night  of  May  13th,  1874, 
he,  Private  LundquvA  being  at  the  time  of  arrest,  dressed  in 
civilian’s  clothing,  and  on  his  way  to  the  ferry-boat  which  plies 
between  the  City  of  Buffalo  and  Canada.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  22d  Article  of  War.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Peter  Lundquist,  Company  ‘A/ 
1st  Infantry,  formerly  of  Company  ‘  H,’  6th  Infantry,  did  enlist 
in  Company  ‘  C,’  1st  Infantry,  on  the  16th  day  of  October,  1873, 
he  being  at  the  time  a  deserter  from  Company  ‘H,’  6th  Infantry. 
This  at  Fort  Porter,  on  or  about  the  date  above  specified.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 

“  Special  plea  of  the  accused  in  bar  of  trial.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 

"Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty,  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto, 
as  he  surrendered  himself  under  General  Orders  No,  102,  War  Depart¬ 
ment,  A.  G.  ().,  October  10,  1873.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  but  attach  no  criminality  thereto,  as 
he  surrendered  himself  under  General  Orders  No.  102,  War  Depart¬ 
ment,  A.  G.  O.,  October  10,  1873.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty,  hut  attach  no  criminality  thefeto,  as 

he  surrendered  himself  under  General  Orders  No.  102,  War  Depart¬ 
ment,  A.  G.  O.,  October  10,  1873.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “acquit  him,”  Private  Peter  Lundquist, 
Company  “A,”  1st  Regiment  of  U.  S.  Infantry. 

2d.  Private  John  B.  Smith,  Company  “D,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification . — “In  ;  that  Private  John  B.  Smith,  Company  ‘  D,’  1st  In¬ 
fantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  on  the  12th  day  of  August,  1872,  did  desert  the  same  on 
or  about  the  7th  day  of  June,  1873,  from  furlough,  at  Bean  Blos¬ 
som,  Indiana,  and  did  remain  so  absent  until  on  or  about  the  1st 
day  of  July,  1874,  when  he  surrendered  himself  at  Indianapolis, 
Indiana.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  B.  Smith, 
Company  “D,”  1st  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  all  pay 
and  allowances  due  or  that  may  become  due  him,  and  to  be  dishonorably  dis~ 
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charged,  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  confined  at  hard  labor  for  one 
year  at  such  military  prison  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct .” 


II... The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
Peter  Lundquist,  Company  “A,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  John  B.  Smii h,  Company  “D,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved.  The 
sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take 
effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may 
be  serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry'. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Charles  Sweeney,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  John  Rogers,  Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

3.  Private  George  Esig,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

4.  Private  Richard  Walsh,  Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  Septembei •  26th,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  66.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  176,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  N.  B.  Sweitzer, 
2d  Cavalry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Charles  Sweeney,  Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Charles  Sweeney,  Company  ‘F,’ 
2d  U.  S.  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the 
25th  day  of  July,  1874,  and  remain  absent  until  apprehended 
near  Goose  Creek,  M.  T.,  July  27,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 
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Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Charles  Sweeney, 
Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry :  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due, 
or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress  ;  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  Company 
may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

2d.  Private  John  Rogers,  Company  “  G,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  Rogers,  Company  ‘G,’  2d 
Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  on  or  about  the  27tli  day  of  July,  1874, 
at  or  near  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  and  did  remain  so  absent  until  ap¬ 
prehended  at  or  near  Cokrel’s  Bridge,  M.  T.,  on  the  27th  of  July, 
1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Rogers, 
Company  “G,”  2d  Cavalry:  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due 
or  that  may  become:  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress  ;  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  Company 


may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 


3d.  Private  George  Esig,  Company  “F,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  .his;  that  lie,  Private  George  Esig,  Company  :F,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  2oth 
day  of  July,  1874,  and  remain  absent  until  apprehended  near 
Goose  Creek,  M.  T.,  July  27,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  Esig, 
Company  “  F,”  2d  Cavalry :  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  now  due 

or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress;  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor,  under  charge  of  the  guard,  at  the  post  where  his  Company 
may  be  serving,  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  and  then  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.” 

4th.  Private  Richard  Walsh,  Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  Private  Richard  Walsh,  Company  ‘H,’ 
2d  Cavalry,  did  become  so  much  under  the  influence  of  intoxi- 
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eating  liquor,  as  to  be  unable  to  perform  properly  the  duties  of  a 
soldier,  while  at  the  picket  line,  at  evening  stables  of  Company 
•  ‘H,’  2d  Cavalry.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  on  the  15th  day 
of  July,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  when  1st  Sergeant  John  B.  Warren, 
Company  ‘  II,’  2d  Cavalry,  while  in  the  execution  of  his  duty, 
did  order  Corporal  J.  R.  Elkins,  Company  ‘  H,’  2d  Cavalry, 
to  convey  said  Private  Richard  Walsh  to  the  post  guard-house, 
said  Private  Richard  Walsh  did  resist  the  execution  of  said  order, 
and  did  spring  towards  said  1st  Sergeant  Warren,  seizing  hold  of 
him,  and  with  a  currycomb  did  strike  said  1st  Sergeant  Warren 
several  severe  blows  on  the  head  and  other  parts  of  his  person, 
at  the  said  time  did  push  and  throttle,  and  attempt  to  kick  and 
throw  down  said  1st  Sergeant  Warren,  until  overpowered  and 
conveyed  to  the  post  guard-house.  All  this  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T., 
on  the  15tli  day  of  July,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  at  the  same 
time  did  push  and  throttle,  and  attempt  to  kick  and  throw  down  said 
1st  Sergeant  Warren,  until  overpowered  and  conveyed  to  the  post  guard¬ 
house;’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Richard  Walsh, 
Company  “  H,”  2d  Cavalry :  “  To  forfeit  (8)  dollars  per  month  of  his 

monthly  pay  for  the  period  of  six  (6)  months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor, 
under  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period .” 


11. . .The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Charles  Sweeney  and  George  Esig,  Company  “F,”  John  Rogers, 
Company  “G,”  and  Richard  Walsh,  Company  “H,”  2d  Cavalry,  are 
approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  176,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  X.  B.  Sweitzer, 
2d  Cavalry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official: 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


GL  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Kyram  Fitzpatrick,  Company  “E,”  1st  Infantry. 

2.  Private  George  Tio,  Company  “  E,”  1st  Infantry. 

3.  Private  James  Reynolds,  Company  “  B,”  1st  Infantry. 

4.  Private  MurceUin  Salle,  Company  “  H,”  1st  Infantry. 

5.  Private  Thomas  Brophy,  Company  “H,”  1st  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  28th,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  67.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  161,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  R.  H.  Offley, 
1st  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Kyram  Fitzpatrick,  Company  “E,”  1st  Infantry. 
Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Kyram  Fitzpatrick,  Company 
‘E,’  1st  Infantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  into  the  service  of 
the  United  States,  did  desert  the  same,  on  or  about  the  eleventh 
(11th)  day  of  November,  1872,  and  did  remain  so  absent  in  de¬ 
sertion  until  on  or  about  the  eighth  day  of  June,  1874,  when  he 
surrendered  himself  at  Fort  Wayne,  Michigan.  This  at  or  near 
Fort  Wavne,  Michigan,  on  or  about  the  dates  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows; 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Kymm  Fitzpatrick, 
Company  “E,”  1st  Infantry:  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  alloioances  now  due,  or  that  may  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the 
laundress;  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  Slates; 
and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  place  as  the  Commanding 
General  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  one  year.” 

2d.  Private  George  Tio,  Company  “  E,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  George  Tio,  Company  ‘  E,’  1st 
Infantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  into  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  at  or  near  Fort  Wayne,  Michigan,  on 
or  about  the  15th  day  of  May,  1874,  and  did  remain  so  absent 
until  on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  July,  1874,  when  he  was  appre¬ 
hended.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  George  Tio,  Com¬ 
pany  “  E,”  1st  Infantry  :  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and 
allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due  him ;  and  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States.  The  Court  is  thus  lenient,  on 
account  of  the  physical  condition  of  the  accused,  as  shown  in  evidence." 

3d.  Private  James  Reynolds,  Company  “B,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “That  Private  James  Reynolds,  Company  ‘B,’  1st  Infan¬ 
try,  a  duly  mounted  member  of  the  post  guard  of  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  on  the  5th  August,  1874,  was  found  sitting  down  on  his 
post,  between  the  hours  of  three  and  four  A.  M.,  of  the  6th  of 
August,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Reynolds, 
Company  “B,”  1st  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of 
the  guard,  for  four  months ;  and  to  forfeit  ten  dollars  per  month  of  his 
monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period." 

4th.  Private  MarceUin  Salle,  Company  “H,”  1st  Infantry. 


Charge. — “  Desertion.’ 
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Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Marcellin  Salle,  Company  ‘H,’ 
1st  Infantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  as  a  soldier  in  the  Army 
of  the  United  States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Gratiot,  Michi¬ 
gan,  on  or  about  the  4th  day  of  July,  1871,  and  did  remain 
absent  until  apprehended  as  a  deserter  at  Rusliville,  Indiana,  on 
or  about  June  5th,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Marcellin  Salle, 
Company  “II,”  1st  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due  or  to  become  due,  except  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress; 
to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the,  United  States  ;  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  at  hard  labor,  at  such  place  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct, 
for  the  period  of  one  year” 

5th.  Private  Thomas  Brophy,  Company  “II,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Brophy,  Company 
‘II,’  1st  Infantry,  having  been  duly  enlisted  as  a  soldier  in  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  did  desert  the  same,  at  Fort  Gratiot, 
Michigan,  on  or  about  the  second  day  of  May,  1874,  and  did  re¬ 
main  absent,  until  he  surrendered  himself  to  the  civil  authorities 
as  a  deserter,  at  Marine  City,  Michigan,  on  or  about  the  25th 
day  of  June,  1874.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘did  desert  the 
same,’  substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘ absent  himself  without  leave;’ 
and  also  except  the  words,  *  as  a  deserter and  to  the  excepted  words, 
Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Brophy, 
Company  “H,”  1st  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  that 
are  now  due  him  ;  to  be  confined  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  period  of  one 
year ;  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  eight  dollars  per  month  of  his 
monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Kyram  Fitzpatrick,  Company  “E,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved. 
In  view  of  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  Court,  so  much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  future  forfeiture  of 
pay  and  allowances,  dishonorable  discharge,  and  confinement,  is  remitted. 
As  thus  mitigated,  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  Private  Fitz¬ 
patrick  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of  Pri¬ 
vates  George  Tio,  Company  “E,”  James  Reynolds,  Company  “B,”  and 
Thomas  Brophy,  Company  “H,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the 
sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Marcdlin  Salle,  Company  “H,”  1st  Infimtry,  are  approved.  The 
sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take 
effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified 


the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may 
be  serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  jVE. 


Private  Thomas  Rowbotham,  Company  “D,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  7th,  1874. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  68.  } 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  51,  and  paragraph  IV7,  Special 
Orders  No.  08,  current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which 
Captain  D.  W.  Benham,  7th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and 
tried : 

Private  Thomas  Rowbotham,  Company  “  D,”  7th  Infantry. 

Ch  arge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  Thomas  Rowbotham,  a  private  of  Company 
‘D,’  7th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  did  desert  the  same,  and  remain  absent  until  ap¬ 
prehended  at  Carroll,  M.  T.,  on  May  loth,  1874.  This  at  or 
near  Carroll,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of  May,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“  Guilty.” 
“  Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Row- 
botham,  Company  “  D,”  7th  Infantry :  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales 
all  pay  and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due;  to  serve  at  hard 
labor,  under  charge  of  the  post  guard,  until  the  3 d  day  of  July,  1876  ;  then 
to  be  dishonorably  discharged  from  the  military  service  of  the  United  States.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  Thomas  Rowbotham,  Company  “D,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


By  Command  op  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


G.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  William  J.  Duncan,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

2.  Private  Gottleib  Gruber,  Company  “B,”  6  th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  William  Skinner,  Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Albert  Weems,  Company  “  K,”  6th  Infantry. 

5.  Trumpeter  Cassius  R.  Carter,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  12th,  1874. 

General  Orders j 
No.  69.  J 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  85, 
current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  William 
Thompson,  7th  Cavalry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  William  J.  Duncan,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discip¬ 
line.” 

Specification  I. — “  In ;  that  he,  Private  William  J.  Duncan,  Company 
‘  L,’  7tli  Cavalry,  did  make  or  cause  to  be  made,  an  order  on 
S.  A.  Dickey,  Post  Trader,  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  as  follows  : 

'  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T., 

April  9th,  1S74. 

•*3.00. 

‘S.  A.  Dickey,  Post  Trader,  will  sell  the  bearer,  William  J.  Duncan, 
enlisted  man  in  Company  ‘L,’  7th  Cavalry,  three  dollars  worth  of  goods, 
the  same  to  be  collected  at  the  next  payment  of  the  Company.’ 
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and  did  sign  or  cause  to  be  signed  thereto,  the  name  of  his  Com¬ 
pany  Commander,  2d  Lieutenant  G.  D.  Wallace,  7th  Cavalry, 
and  did  obtain  from  S.  A.  Dickey,  Post  Trader,  Fort  A.  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  said  order,  goods  to  the  amount  of  three  dollars.  This 
at  or  near  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of 
April,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “  In ;  that  he,  Private  William  J.  Duncan,  Company 
‘L/  7th  Cavalry,  did  make,  or  cause  to  be  made,  an  order  on 
S.  A.  Dickey,  Post  Trader  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  as  follows : 

Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  • 

‘April  28 d,  1874. 

•  $2.00. 

‘S.  A.  Diekey,  Post  Trader,  will  sell  the  bearer,  William  J.  Duncan, 
Company  ‘L,’  7th  Cavalry,  two  dollars  worth  of  goods,  the  same  to  be 
collected  at  the  next  payment  of  the  Company.’ 

and  did  sign  or  cause  to  be  signed  thereto,  the  name  of  his  Com¬ 
pany  Commander,  2d  Lieutenant  G.  D.  Wallace,  7th  Cavalry, 
and  did  obtain  from  S.  A.  Dickey,  post  trader,  Fort  A.  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  on  said  order,  goods  to  the  amount  of  two  dollars.  This 
at  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  23d  day  of  April,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

FINDING. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William  J. 
Duncaif,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry:  “To  forfeit  to  the  United,  Slates 


3 


all  pay  and  aJUoicances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due;  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  sendee  of  the  United  States;  and  to  be  confined  thereafter  at 
such  military  prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  at  hard 
labor,  for  a  period  of  nine  (9)  months .” 

2d.  Private  Gottleib  Gruber,  Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  that  he,  Private  Gottleib  Gruber,  Company  ‘  B,’ 
6tli  Infantry,  did  introduce  into  the  garrison  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln, 
D.  T.,  four  (4)  bottles  of  whiskey,  and  did  sell  the  same  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  detachment  of  Indian  scouts  stationed  at  the  post. 
This  at  Fort  A.  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  May, 
1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  of  the  word  and  figure 
‘  four  (4),’  and  substituting  therefor  the  word  and  figure  ‘one  (1) and 
except  of  the  word  ‘  members,’  and  substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘  a 
member;’  and  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Gottleib 
Gruber,  Company  “  B,”  6th  Infantry :  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
all  pay  note  due  or  that  may  become  due  ;  and  to  be  dishonorably  discharged 
the  set-vice.” 

3d.  Private  William  Skinner,  Company  “  A,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 


Specification, — “  In :  that  Private  William  Skinner,  ‘  A  ’  Company,  6th 
Infantry,  did,  when  ordered  on  fatigue  duty,  by  1st  Sergeant 
Harry  Hudson,  ‘A  ’  Company,  6th  Infantry,  positively  refuse  to 
obey  said  order.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  August 
21,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9th  Article 
of  War.” 

Specification  I. — “  In  ;  that  Private  William  Skinner,  1 A  ’  Company,  6th 
Infantry,  when  ordered  by  his  Company  Commander,  Captain 
J.  S.  Poland,  6th  Infantry,  to  report  to  Lieutenant  Wm.  Badger, 
6th  Infantry,  for  orders,  did  say  to  his  Commanding  Officer,  ‘  I 
won’t  do  it and  did  thus  refuse  to  obey  the  lawful  order  of  his 
superior  officer.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  August 
21,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  Private  William  Skinner,  ‘A  ’  Company,  6th 
Infantry,  when  ordered  by  his  Commanding  Officer,  Captain 
J.  S.  Poland,  6th  Infantry,  to  go  to  the  commissary  storehouse, 
and  obtain  for  and  deliver  to  1st  Lieutenant  William  Badger, 
6th  Infantry,  certain  subsistence  stores,  did  say  to  his  Command¬ 
ing  Officer,  Captain  J.  S.  Poland,  6th  Infantry,  ‘  I  didn’t  enlist 
for  that,’  ‘  I  don’t  consider  it  my  duty,  and  I  won’t  do  it,’  and 
did  in  the  manner  and  language  aforesaid  refuse  to  obey  the  law¬ 
ful  orders  of  his  superior  officer.  This  at  Fort  Abraham  Lin¬ 
coln,  D.  T.,  August  21,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  1 
“Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 
“  Guilty.” 


To  the  1st  Specification, 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 
To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 


Change  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  William 
Skinner,  Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United,  States 
all  pay  and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due,  the  just  dues  of  the 
laundress  excepted ;  and  to  be  confined  in  such  military  prison  as  the  De¬ 
partment  may  designate,  for  the  period  of  one  year  ;  after  which  to  be  dis¬ 
honorably  discharged  from  the  service.” 

4th.  Private  Albert  Weems,  Company  “  K,”  6th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Albert  Weems,  Company  ‘K,’  6th 
Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  on  the  18th  day  of  July,  1874,  and 
did  remain  so  absent  until  apprehended  near  Fort  Benton,  Mon¬ 
tana  Territory,  on  the  21st  day  of  July,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Albert  Weems,  Company  ‘K,’  6th 
Infantry,  did  on  the  18th  day  of  July,  1874,  feloniously  take, 
steal  and  carry  away,  and  appropriate  to  his  own  use,  one  (1) 
Springfield,  B.  L.  musket,  model  1868,  cal.  .50,  one  (1)  gun-sling, 
one  (1)  pair  great-coat  straps,  one  (1)  pair  steady-straps  (for 


valise),  one  (1)  canteen,  eighty  (80)  metallic  ball  cartridges,  cal. 
.50,  and  two  ( 2)  brass  letters  ‘  K,’  amounting  in  value  to  fifty- 
six  dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  ($56.25,)  the  property  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  which  1st  Lieutenant  D.  Mortimer  Lee, 
6th  Infantry,  is  responsible.  All  this  at  camp  on  Box  Elder 
Creek,  Montana  Territory,  on  the  18th  day  of  July,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“  Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Albert 
Weems,  Company  “  K,”  6th  Infantry :  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all 

pay  and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due;  to  be  dishonorably  dis¬ 
charged  the  service,  and  to  be  confined  thereafter  at  such  military  prison  as 
the  Department  Commander  may  designate,  for  the  period  of  three  (3) 
years.” 


5th.  Trumpeter  Cassius  R.  Carter,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry. 
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Charge. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Trumpeter  Cassius  R.  Carter,  Company  ‘F,’ 
7th  Cavalry,  did  steal  and  carry  away  from  the  company  wagon, 
for  the  purpose  of  appropriating  the  same  to  his  own  use  and 
benefit :  one  sack,  containing  oats  and  corn  (weighing  CO  pounds, 
more  or  less),  valued  at  one  dollar  and  twenty-one  cents  ($1.21), 
the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  for  which  Captain  Geo. 
W.  Yates,  7tli  Cavalry,  is  responsible.  This  in  camp  Company 
‘F,’  7th  Cavalry,  on  Heart  River,  Dakota,  August  25th,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Trumpeter  Cassius 
R.  Carter,  Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry:  “To  forfeit  to  the  United 
States  five  dollars  ($5.00)  of  his  monthly  pay  for  one  month.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  William  J.  Duncan,  Company  “L,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved. 
So  much  of  the  sentence  as  relates  to  confinement  is  remitted.  As  thus 
mitigated  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  He  will  be  released  from 
confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Gottleib  Gruber,  Company  “B,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri- 


vate  William  Skinner,  Company  “A,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may 
be  serving,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
Albert  Weems,  Company  “K,”  6th  Infantry,  are  approved.  The  sen¬ 
tence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take  effect 
at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement.  As  thus  modified  the  sen¬ 
tence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may  be 
serving  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Trumpeter  Cassius  R.  Carter, 
Company  “F,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved.  The  findings  are  disap¬ 
proved,  as,  taken  in  connection  with  the  statement  of  the  prisoner,  his 
plea  of  guilty  is  negatived.  From  all  that  appears  of  record,  the  es¬ 
sential  elements  to  constitute  the  crime  of  theft  are  entirely  wanting. 
Trumpeter  Cassius  R.  Carter  will  be  released  from  confinement  and 
restored  to  duty. 

III... The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  85,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  William 
Thompson,  7th  Cavalry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  16<A,  1874. 

General  Orders! 

No.  70.  / 

Post  Commanders  will  cause  their  respective  Quartermasters  to  pre¬ 
pare  and  forward,  through  them,  to  these  headquarters,  the  requisite 
annual  estimates  for  supplies  for  the  fiscal  year,  commencing  July  1st, 
1875,  and  ending  June  30th,  1876,  as  follows: 

1.  Fuel. — To  set  forth  the  number  and  grade  of  officers;  the  num¬ 
ber  of  enlisted  men  and  laundresses ;  the  number  of  offices,  storehouses, 
guard  and  hospital  fires,  &c.,  and  the  allowance  in  each  case,  agreeably 
to  the  Regulations,  and  also  the  total  quantity  required,  from  which 
will  be  deducted  the  probable  quantity  on  hand  July  1st,  187^?  The 
estimate  will  also  show  the  quantity  on  hand  at  date  of  estimate,  and  a 
line  or  column  left  blank  to  insert  the  quantity  recommended  by  the 
reviewing  officer  at  Department  Headquarters. 

2.  Forage. — To  set  forth  the  number  and  kind  of  animals,  whether 
horses,  mules,  or  oxen,  public  or  private,  and  whether  for  companies, 
bands,  or  in  the  Quartermaster’s  Department,  &c.,  and  otherwise,  as 
in  the  case  of  fuel. 

3.  Straw  for  bedding. — To  set  forth  the  number  of  enlisted  men, 
laundresses,  horses,  and  mules,  and  for  hospitals,  and  otherwise,  as  in 
the  above  cases. 

4.  Stationery. — To  set  forth  the  number  of  Company  Command¬ 
ers  and  other  officers,  the  quantity  required  (in  separate  items)  for  Staff 
departments,  military  courts  and  boards,  &c.,  and  otherwise,  as  in  the 
above  cases. 

5.  Barracks  and  Office  Furniture,  including  material  for 
manufacture  and  repairs.  To  show  for  what  specific  purpose  the  articles 
are  required.  Where  the  allowance  is  fixed  by  Regulations,  the  esti¬ 
mates  will  be  made  to  conform  thereto,  and  otherwise,  as  in  above  cases, 
so  far  as  applicable. 


6.  Means  of  Transportation. — This  estimate  will  embrace  all 
the  articles  for  transportation  service,  such  as  mules,  wagons,  ambu¬ 
lances,  harness,  saddles  and  bridles  for  the  Quartermaster’s  Department, 
and  articles  necessary  for  the  outfit  of  trains,  and  for  repairs,  and  other¬ 
wise,  as  in  the  above  cases,  so  far  as  applicable.  The  column  of  remarks 
will  show  the  specific  purpose  for  which  the  articles  are  required,  and 
the  size,  description,  &c.,  of  said  articles. 

7.  Barracks  and  Quarters. — This  estimate  will  embrace  all  the 
material  required  for  new  buildings,  and  for  repairs  (other  than  hos¬ 
pital);  the  kind  and  quantity  for  each  building  to  be  stated  separately. 
In  the  case  of  new  buildings,  plans  thereof  must  be  sent.  The  size  of 
sash,  glass,  doors,  nails,  &c.,  will  be  given,  and  otherwise,  as  in  above 
cases,  so  far  as  applicable.  Full  explanations  must  accompany  this 
estimate,  showing  the  particular  necessity  for  each  and  every  article 
called  for,  and  the  probable  cost  thereof.  If  skilled  labor,  to  guide  and 
direct  the  enlisted  men  who  may  be  employed  on  the  work,  is  required, 
the  cost  thereof  must  be  set  forth  in  the  estimate ;  otherwise  it  will  be 
understood  that  all  the  service  can  he  performed  by  enlisted  men. 

8.  Stoves,  Pipe,  &c. — Description  and  sizes  to  be  given,  and  other¬ 
wise,  as  in  above  cases. 

9.  Machinery  (including  parts  for  repairs). — Sizes  to  be  given,  and 
when  parts  are  required,  accurate  and  complete  descriptions  should  be 
stated,  with  name  of  maker,  and  otherwise,  as  in  foregoing  cases. 

10.  Horse  Medicines  and  Veterinary  Instruments. — To  set 
forth  the  number  of  animals,  public  and  private,  and  to  conform  to  the 
allowance  established  by  the  War  Department,  and  otherwise,  as  in  fore¬ 
going  cases. 

11.  Tools. — To  embrace  blacksmiths’,  carpenters’,  wheelwrights,’ 
masons’,  and  miscellaneous  tools,  but  each  kind  will  be  entered  under 
its  appropriate  classification,  and  otherwise,  as  in  foregoing  cases. 

12.  Miscellaneous  Stores  for  expenditure. — To  cover  all  the  ar¬ 
ticles  required  on  account  of  the  Quartermaster’s  Department,  not  spe¬ 
cially  estimated  for  as  above.  The  size  and  special  use  for  each  article 
to  be  set  forth,  and  otherwise,  as  in  foregoing  cases. 

The  estimate  for  Barracks  and  Quarters,  in  triplicate,  should  be  for¬ 
warded  in  time  to  reach  these  headquarters  by  thq  1st  of  March,  1875. 
All  of  the  other  foregoing  called-for  estimates,  also  in  triplicate,  must 
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be  forwarded  in  time  to  reach  these  headquarters  not  later  than  Decem¬ 
ber  1st,  1874. 

13.  Clothing,  Camp  and  Garrison  Equipage. — This  estimate 
will  be  made  out  in  quadruplicate,  agreeably  to  Form  48  of  the  Quarter¬ 
master’s  Department,  published  in  War  Department  General  Orders 
No.  7,  of  1872,  and  will  be  prepared  and  forwarded  in  accordance  with 
the  instructions  contained  in  War  Department  General  Orders  No.  114, 
of  1874.  These  instructions  will  also  apply  in  the  ease  of  officers,  other 
than  Company  Commanders,  requiring  clothing  and  equipage. 

14.  Hospitals. — Estimates  for  repairs,  alterations  or  additions  to 
hospitals  will  be  prepared  and  forwarded  as  provided  by  War  Depart¬ 
ment  General  Orders  No.  65,  of  1874. 

When  any  of  the  articles  required  are  procurable  at  or  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  posts,  the  prices  at  which  they  can  be  obtained  will  be  stated. 

The  estimates  will  be  carefully  examined  and  revised  bv  Post  Com¬ 
manders,  and  be  accompanied  by  such  recommendations  and  remarks  as 
they  may  deem  necessary  for  the  information  of  the  Department  Com¬ 
mander,  or  for  the  best  interests  of  the  service. 

Suggestions  are  invited  as  to  the  best  markets  for  procuring  supplies, 
and  particularly  in  the  case  of  fuel,  whether  hard  or  soft  wood  or  coal 
should  be  procured,  and  in  the  case  of  hay,  as  well  as  wood,  whether 
the  same  can  be  cut  from  land  within  the  military  reservation. 

In  all  cases  where  articles,  in  number  or  quantity,  are  required  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  allowance  established  by  Regulations  or  Orders,  such  exces¬ 
sive  quantity  will  be  stated  in  a  separate  item,  upon  the  appropriate 
estimate,  and  the  exigency  of  the  service,  or  the  peculiar  circumstances 
which  render  such  action  necessary,  will  be  fully  set  forth. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry'. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General, 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  17 th,  1874. 

General,  Orders  \ 

No.  71.  r 

1. . ..Post  Commanders  will  cause  the  Acting  Commissary  of  Subsist¬ 
ence  of  their  respective  posts,  to  make  the  following  annual  requisitions 
for  subsistence  supplies,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30th,  1876. 

a.  For  articles  of  the  ration,  tobacco,  forage  for  beef  cattle,  and 

articles  authorized  to  be  kept  on  hand  for  sales  to  officers  and 
enlisted  men. 

b.  For  articles  of  Commissary  property. 

These  requisitions  will  be  made  for  the  period  commencing  Decem¬ 
ber  1st,  1874,  and  ending  June  30th,  1876,  and  in  accordance  with 
Circular  No.  10,  of  1867,  from  the  Commissary  General  of  Subsistence. 

They  will  be  prepared  at  once,  except  the  entries  on  the  lines  of  the 
form  “No.  of  rations  on  hand,  this - day  of - ,”  and  “No.  of  ra¬ 

tions  to  be  supplied.” 

On  December  1st,  1874,  the  number  of  rations  or  quantities  actually 
on  hand  on  that  date  will  be  inserted,  and  the  requisitions  at  once  com¬ 
pleted  and  forwarded,  through  the  Post  Commander,  to  these  Head¬ 
quarters. 

All  supplies  on  hand,  December  1st,  1874,  must  be  shown  by  the 
requisitions,  if  no  more  of  any  article  is  required,  that  fact  must  be  in¬ 
dicated  by  a  zero  in  the  proper  place,  not  by  omitting  the  article  from 
the  requisition. 

Before  December  1st,  Post  Commissaries  will  carefully  examine  all 
supplies  on  hand,  and  in  the  letters  transmitting  the  requisitions,  state  in 
detail  what  quantities  are  damaged  or  unfit  for  issue.  In  such  letters 
they  will  also  state  whether  any  of  the  articles  can  be  purchased  in  the 
vicinity  of  their  posts,  and  if  so,  in  what  quantities  and  at  what  prices. 

11.. . A  requisition,  in  the  form  of  an  abstract,  with  the  applications 


of  the  officers  as  vouchers,  will  at  the  same  time  be  forwarded,  for  ar¬ 
ticles  desired  by  officers  under  the  provisions  of  the  latter  part  of 
paragraph  II,  Circular  No.  1,  of  1874,  from  the  Commissary  General 
of  Subsistence. 

III. .. These  papers  will  be  made  in  triplicate,  one  copy  for  retention 
at  the  post,  and  two  copies  for  these  headquarters. 

IV. .. Post  Commanders  will  carefully  revise  these  requisitions,  and 
see  that  they  are  forwarded  so  as  to  reach  these  headquarters  before 
January  1st,  1875. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Richard  McGill,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  James  Donegan,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

3.  Private  James  Rooney,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Daniel  O’Connell,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 

5.  Private  James  Beaton,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 

6.  Private  Edward  J.  McDonald,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 

7.  Private  David  Hillbom,  Company  “  II,”  20th  Infantry. 

8.  Private  Thomas  Aldworth,  Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  26th,  1874. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  72.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  213,  current  series; 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes,  20th 
Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : 

1st.  Private  Richard  McGill,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Richard  McGill,  Company  ‘C,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  absent  liimself  from  his  company  and  post 
without  proper  authority,  about  7  o’clock  A.  m.,  September  10tli, 
1874,  and  did  remain  absent  until  about  8  o’clock  p.  m.,  Septem¬ 
ber  loth,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about 
the  dates  specified.” 
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Charge  II. — “  Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9th  Article 
of  War.” 


Specification. — “  In  this ; 

that  he,  Private  Richard  McGill,  Company  ‘C,’ 

20th  Infantry,  being  absent  without  leave,  and  having  been  or¬ 
dered  by  his  superior  officer,  1st  Lieutenant  J.  S.  Stafford,  20th 
Infantry,  to  report  to  his  company  without  delay,  did  fail  to 

obey  said  order. 
1874.” 

This  at  Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  12th, 

To  which  charges  and 

specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 

as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Richard  McGill, 
Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  pay ,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  he  confined 
{on  bread  and  water)  in  the  cells,  for  five  (5)  days.” 
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2d.  Private  James  Donegan,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Donegan,  Company 
‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and 
post,  without  proper  authority,  some  time  before  ‘reveille,’  Sep¬ 
tember  11th,  1874,  and  did  remain  absent  until  about  ‘retreat,’ 
September  14th,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “ Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9th  Article 
of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Janies  Donegan,  Company  ‘C,’ 
20th  Infantry,  being  absent  without  leave,  and  having  been  or¬ 
dered  by  his  superior  officer,  1st  Lieutenant  J.  S.  Stafford,  20th 
Infantry,  to  return  to  his  company  without  delay,  did  fail  to  obey 
said  order.  This  at  Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  on  or  about  September 
12th,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 

as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 


Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Donegan, 
“  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  eight  dollars  ($8.00)  per  month  of  his 
pay,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined  (on  bread  and  vtater)  in  the 
cells,  for  five  (5)  days.” 

3d.  Private  James  Rooney,  Company  “C,”  20tli  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Rooney,  Company  ‘C,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and  post, 
without  proper  authority,  about  ‘retreat,’  September  11  tli,  1874, 
and  did  remain  absent  until  about  ‘retreat,’  September  14th, 
1874.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about  the  dates 
specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9th  Article 
of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Rooney,  Company  ‘C,’ 
20th  Infantry,  being  absent  without  leave,  and  having  been  or¬ 
dered  by  his  superior  officer,  1st  Lieutenant  J.  S.  Stafford,  20th 
Infantry,  to  return  to  his  company  without  delay,  did  fail  to  obey 
said  order.  This  at  Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  on  or  about  September 
12th,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  rinds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Change  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Rooney, 
Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry.  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  eight  dol¬ 
lars  ($8.00)  of  his  pay  per  month,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined 
(on  bread  and  water)  in  the  cells,  for  five  (5)  days." 

4th.  Private  Daniel  O’Connell,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Daniel  O'Connell,  Company 
‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and 
post,  without  proper  authority,  about  guard  mount,  September 
12th,  1874,  and  did  remain  absent  until  about  8  o’clock  p.  m., 
September  15th,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or 
about  the  dates  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9th  Article 
of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Daniel  O’Connell,  Company 
‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  being  absent  without  leave,  and  having  been 
ordered  bv  his  superior  officer,  1st  Lieutenant  J.  S.  Stafford,  20tli 
Infantry,  to  report  to  his  company  without  delay,  did  fail  to 
obey  said  order.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  September  12tli, 
1874.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 


Charge  I. 


Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Daniel  O'Connell, 
Company  “  C,”  20tli  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  eight  dol¬ 
lars  ($8.00)  per  month  of  his  pay,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined 

[on  bread  and  water)  in 

the  cells,  for  five  (5)  days.” 

5th.  Private  James  Benton,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification.— “ In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Beaton,  Company  ‘ C,’ 
20th  Infantry,  did  desert  the  service  of  the  United  States  from 
Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about  September  19th,  1874,  remain¬ 
ing  absent  from  his  company  and  post  until  September  27th, 
1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
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To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘did  desert  the 
service  of  the  United  States,’  substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘  did  ab¬ 
sent  himself;’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘did  desert  the 
service  of  the  United  States,’  substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘  did  ab¬ 
sent  himself ;’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  ‘  absence  without 

leave.’  ” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Beaton, 
Company  “ C,”  20th  Infantry :  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  $10.00 
per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  he  confined  (on 
bread  and  water)  in  the  cells  for  five  (5)  days.” 

6tli.  Private  Edward  J.  McDonald,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Edward  J.  McDonald,  Company 
‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  desert  the  service  of  the  United  States 
from  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about  September  19th,  1874,  re¬ 
maining  absent  from  his  company  and  post  until  September  27th, 
1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘did  desert  the 
service  of  the  United  States,’  substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘  did  ab¬ 
sent  himself;’  of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  did  desert  the 
service  of  the  United  States,’  substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘did  ab¬ 
sent  himself of  the  excepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  ‘  absence  without 

leave.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edivard  J.  Mc¬ 
Donald,  Company  “  C,”  20th  Infantry :  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
$10.00  per  month  of  his  pay  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined  (on 
bread  and  water)  for  five  (5)  days,  in  the  cells.” 

7th.  Private  David  Hillbom,  Company  “H,”  20tli  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  David  Hillbom,  Company  ‘H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  the  same  from  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about 
the  20th  day  of  September,  1874,  and  did  remain  so  absent  until 
about  10  o’clock  A.  m.,  September  the  27th,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “  Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘  did  desert  the 
same,’  substituting  therefor  the  words,  *  did  absent  himself ;’  to  the  ex¬ 
cepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘did  desert  the 
same,’  substituting  therefor  the  words,  ‘  did  absent  himself ;’  of  the  ex¬ 
cepted  words,  Not  Guilty.” 


“  Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  ‘  absence  without 


Of  the  Charge, 
leave.’  ” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  David  Hillbom, 
Company  “  H,”  20th  Infantry :  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  (3)  three  months,  and  to  be  con¬ 
fined  (on  bread  and  water)  in  the  cells  for  five  (5)  days.” 

8th.  Private  Thomas  Aldworth,  Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “  Conduct  prejudical  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Thomas  Aldworth,  Company  ‘H,’ 
20th  Infantry,  being  ordered  to  go  to  the  guard-house  by  Cor¬ 
poral  McCormick,  he,  Corporal  McCormick  being  in  the  proper 
performance  of  his  duty,  did  refuse  to  go,  saying,  ‘I  will  not,’ 
and  afterwards  while  being  taken  there,  did  resist  the  said  Cor¬ 
poral  McCormick,  and  did  strike  at  him  with  his  clenched  fist 
or  hand.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  the  28th  day  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Aldworth, 
Company  “H,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  dol¬ 
lars  ($10.00)  of  his  pay  per  month,  for  three  (3)  months,  and  to  be  confined  in 
charge  of  the  guard  breaking  stone,  for  twenty  (20)  days,  from  fatigue  call 
A.  M.,  until  recall  P.  M.  each  day.” 
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II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Richard  McGill,  James  Donegan,  James  Rooney,  Daniel  O'Con¬ 
nell,  James  Beaton  and  Edward  J.  McDonald,  Company  “C,”  David 
Hillborn  and  Thomas  Aldworth,  Company  “  H,”  20th  Infantry,  are  ap¬ 
proved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


Private  John  Ferguson,  Company  “B,”  1st  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  27th ,  1874. 

General,  Orders! 

No.  78.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  bv  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  161,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  R.  II.  Okfley,  1st  In¬ 
fantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried : — 

Private  John  Ferguson,  Company  “  B,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  That  Private  John  Ferguson,  Company  ‘  B,’  1st  Infantry, 
a  duly  detailed  member  of  the  post  guard,  did,  while  being  in¬ 
spected  at  guard  mounting,  by  the  Post  Adjutant,  refuse  going  to 
the  rear  of  the  guard,  being  twice  ordered  to  do  so  by  the  Post 
Adjutant.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  the  14th  of  August, 
1874.” 


Charge  II.— “Violation  of  the  6th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “That  Private  John  F&'guson,  Company  ‘B,’  1st  Infantry, 
a  duly  detailed  member  of  the  post  guard,  did,  while  the  guard 
was  being  inspected,  use  the  following  language  to  the  Post 
Adjutant,  viz.:  ‘You  God  damn  miserable  curse,  you  don’t 
know  how  to  inspect  a  gun,  God  damn  you,  I  will  put  a  cartridge 
in  my  gun  and  shoot  you,  you  God  damn  son-of-a-b - ,  I  will 
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fix  you  before  1  leave  this  post,’  or  words  to  that  effect.  This  at 
Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  the  14th  of  August,  1874.” 

Charge  III. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — “That  Private  John  Ferguson,  Company  ‘B,’  1st  Infantry, 
a  duly  detailed  member  of  the  post  guard,  on  being  rejected 
from  the  guard,  while  the  guard  was  being  inspected  at  guard 
mounting,  did  resist  being  taken  to  the  guard-house  by  the  1st 
Sergeant  of  his  company,  who  was  ordered  by  the  Post  Adjutant 
to  confine  him.  This  at  Fort  Sully,  D.  T.,  on  the  14th  of 
August,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

“Not  Guilty .” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  III. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification , 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


Charge  II. 
“  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
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Charge  III. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Ferguson, 
Company  “B,”  1st  Infantry.  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due  or  to  become  due  him,  except  the  just  dues  of  the 
laundress;  to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States; 
and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military  prison  as  the  Commanding 
.General  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  one  year.” 


11.. . 1t  appearing  that  in  the  original  order  convening  the  court  be¬ 
fore  which  Private  Ferguson  was  tried — and  which  court  consisted  of  five 
members — there  was  an  omission  to  state  that  no  other  officers  than  those 
named  could  be  assembled  without  manifest  injury  to  the  service,  and 
as,  under  the  rulings  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  such  omission 
constitutes  a  fatal  defect,  the  proceedings  are  disapproved.  Private 
Ferguson  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored  to  duty. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Sully, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  161,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  R.  IT.  Offley,  1st 
Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


G.  C.  M. 


Private  Thovuts  Smith,  Company  “0,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn..  October  28th,  1S74. 

General  Orders! 

No.  74.  j 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Seward, 
D.  T.,  bv  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  223,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  O.  D.  Greene, 
Assistant  Adjutant  General,  U.  S.  Army,  is  President,  was  arraigned 
and  tried:— 

Private  Thomas  Smith,  Company  “C,”  17 th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  prejudical  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  T ho  max  Smith,  Company  ‘C,’ 
17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  attempt  to  commit  a  rape  on  the  person 
of  Bridget  Johnson,  seven  years  of  age,  daughter  of  Lottie 
Johnson,  laundress  of  Company  ‘C,’  17th  U.  S.  Infantry.  This 
at  or  near  Fort  Wadsworth,  I).  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of 
September,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Thomas  Smith,  Company 
‘C,’  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  did  attempt  to  leave  the  garrison  with 
a  musket  without  permission,  and  when  ordered  by  1st  Sergeant 
James  Johnston,  to  return  with  the  gun  to  the  quarters,  did  load, 
cock,  and  aim  the  musket  at  1st  Sergeant  James  Johnston,  imnie- 


diately  after  saying,  ‘Johnston,  if  you  follow  me  any  further — ’ 
and  did  then  leave  the  garrison,  and  remain  absent  until  arrest¬ 
ed  about  three  hours  afterwards  and  brought  back  under  guard. 
This  at  or  near  Fort  Wadsworth,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  22d  day 
of  September,  1H74.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  1st  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  2d  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Of  the  1st  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  2d  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Thomas  Smith, 
Company  “C,”  17th  U.  S.  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States 
all  pay  and  allowances  now  due  or  to  become  due  him;  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor 
in  such  penitentiary  as  the  Department  Commander  may  direct,  for  the  period 
of  five  years." 


11.. . The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  ease  of 
Private  Thomas  Smith,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  Minnesota  State  Prison 
at  Stillwater,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

111.. . The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Seward, 
1).  T.,  bv  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  223,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  O.  D.  Greene, 


Assistant  Adjutant  General,  U.  S.  Army,  is  President,  is  hereby  dis¬ 
solved. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


1st  Lieutenant  6 tk  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


GL  C.  M. 


1.  Private  George  Rogers,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Edward  S.  Quigley,  Company  “6,”  7tli  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  October  30 th,  1874. 

General  Orders  1 
No.  75.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  51,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  W.  Benham,  7th  Infantry,  is 
President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : 

1st.  Private  George  Rogers,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Theft,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  he,  Private  George  Rogers,  Company  ‘K,’  7th 
Infantry,  while  on  escort  duty  to  Helena,  M.  T.,  did  feloni¬ 
ously  steal  and  dispose  of  one  (1)  breech -loading  musket,  cal.  .50, 
model  1868,  for  which  Private  Joseph  A.  Widmer,  Company 
‘G,’  7th  Infantry,  was  responsible.  All  this  at  Helena,  M,  T., 
on  or  about  the  20th  of  September,  1872.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 
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Of  the  Specification,  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Private  George  Rogers, 
Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry. 

2d.  Private  Edward  S.  Quigley,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry. 
Charge. — “Violation  of  the  4<lth  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this ;  tiiat  lie,  Private  Edward  S.  Quigley,  Company 
‘G,’  7th  U.  S.  Infantry,  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  having  been 
duly  posted  as  a  sentinel,  was  found  sleeping  on  his  post.  This 
at  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T.,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  August,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Findi  ng. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Edward  S.  Quigley, 
Company  “G,”  7th  IT.  S.  Infantry,  “  To  he  confined  at  hard  labor  under 
charge  of  the  post  guard  until  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  enlistment,  ( June 
TLd,  1875,)  and  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  the  sum  of  twelve  dollars 
($12.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period.” 


II. ..The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
George  Rogers,  Company  “K,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release?  from  confinement. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Edward  S.  Quigley,  Company  “G,”  7th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
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In  view  of  the  recommendation  of  the  court  to  clemency,  the  sentence 
is  mitigated  to  confinement  at  hard  labor  under  charge  of  the  post 
guard,  for  three  (3)  months,  with  forfeiture  of  five  (5)  dollars  per 
month  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  same  period.  As  thus  mitigated  the 
sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  1st,  1874. 

General,  Orders  1 
No.  76.  f 

The  following  Roster  is  published  for  the  information  of  this  com¬ 
mand. 


official: 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

e.  IV.  SMITH, 

Captain  18th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C., 

Acting  Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


1st  Lieutenant  6th  Infantry,  A.  />.  C. 


ROSTER  OF  TROOPS 


it 

jjepa  rtmen  t  of  i 


a  k  ota, 


BRIG.  GEN.  ALFRED  H.  TERRY, 


COMMANDING. 


HEADQUARTERS,  ST.  RAUL.  MINN. 


J^OVEMBER  I,  1874. 


- 


COMMANDED  BY 


BRIGADIER  GENERAL  ALFRED  H.  TERRY. 


TROOPS. 

Cavalry. — Companies  “F,”  “6,”  “FI,”  and  “L,”  of  2d,  and  the  7th 
Regiments. 

Infantry. — 1st,  6th,  7th,  17th,  and  20th  Regiments. 


Captain  E.  W.  Smith,  18th  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp. 

Captain  R.  P.  Hughes,  3d  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp. 

First  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Gibbs,  6th  Infantry,  Aide-de-Camp. 

DEPARTMENT  STAFF. 

Major  O.  D.  Greene,  Adjutant  General’s  Department,  Assistant  Adjutant 
General. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  S.  Otis,  22d  Infantry,  Acting  Assistant  Inspector 
General. 

Major  T.  F.  Barr,  Judge  Advocate,  V .  S.  A.,  Judge  Advocate. 

Major  B.  C.  Card,  Quartermaster,  U.  S.  A.,  Chief  Quartermaster. 

Captain  G.  W.  Bradley,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  Depot  and  Disbursing 
Quartermaster. 

First  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Gibbs,  6th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C.,  Post  Quarter¬ 
master. 

Major  Beekman  DuBarrv,  Commissary  of  Subsistence,  U.  S.  A.,  Chief 
Commissary  of  Subsistence,  Depot,  Purchasing  and  Post  Commissary  of 
Subsistence. 

Surgeon  J.  F.  Head,  TT.  S.  A.,  Medical  Director,  and  Attending  Sur¬ 
geon. 

Major  A.  H.  Seward,  Pay  Department,  Chief  Paymaster. 

Captain  William  Ludlow,  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.  S.  A.,  Chief  Engineer. 


STAFF  OFFICERS  ON  DUTY  IN  THE  DEPARTMENT,  NOT 
ON  THE  DEPARTMENT  STAFF. 


quartermaster’s  pep  a rtment. 

Captain  G.  R.  Dandy,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  Post  Quartermaster,  Fort 
Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T. 

Captain  J.  W.  Scully,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  Post  Quartermaster,  Fort 
Rice,  I).  T. 

Captain  C.  \V.  Foster,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  Depot  Quartermaster, 
and  Acting  ( Irdnance  Officer,  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 

Captain  L.  0.  Forsyth,  Assistant  Quartermaster,  District  and  Post 
Quartermaster,  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T. 

sr  rsistence  department. 

Captain  Charles  McClure,  Commissary  of  Subsistence,  U.  S.  A.,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa. 


MEDICAL  DEPARTMEN  T . 

Surgeon  Anthony  Heger,  Post  Surgeon,  Fort  Snelling,  Minn. 

Surgeon  .).  F.  Weeds,  Post  Surgeon,  Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  I).  T. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  V.  D.  Middleton,  Post  Surgeon,  Fort  Buford,  D.  T. 

Assistant  Surgeon  II.  R.  Tilton,  Post  Surgeon,  Fort  Sully,  D.  T. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  W.  Williams,  Post  Surgeon,  Fort  Rice,  D.  T. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  H.  Kinsman,  Post  Surgeon,  Fort  Abercrombie,  1 ).  T. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  P.  Kimball,  Post  Surgeon,  Fort  Randall,  D.  T. 

Assistant  Surgeon  .7.  I>.  Hall,  Post  Surgeon,  Fort  Shaw,  M.  T. 

PAT  DEPARTMENT. 

Major  Rodney  Smith — Station,  Helena,  Montana — pays  troops  in  the 
District  of  Montana. 

Major  William  Smith — Station,  St.  Paul,  Minn — pays  troops  in  the 
former  District  of  Minnesota  and  on  Missouri  river,  from  Fort  Rice  to 
Fort  Buford.  I).  T.,  inclusive. 

Major  G.  W.  Candee — Station,  Sioux  City,  Iowa — pays  troops  on  Mis¬ 
souri  river,  from  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  Grand  River  Agency,  D.  T.,  in¬ 
clusive. 


OSTER  OF 


R  O  O  P  S. 


Independent  Posts. 


STATIONS. 

OFFICERS. 

|  TROOPS. 

Fort  Snelling, 

Minn. 

Colonel  George  Sykes. 

Second  Lieutenant  J.  15.  Rodman.  Adjutant.  I 
First  Lieutenant  T.  \V.  Lord.  R.  Q.  M„  > 
A.  A.  Q.  M..  and  A.  C.  S..  and  in  charge  1 
of  Clothing  Depot. 

Captain  11.  G.  Thomas.  i 

First  Lieutenant  J.  S.  Stafford.  1 

Second  Lieutenant  W.  H.  Low,  Jr.  > 

Headquarters, 

|  '20th  Infantry. 

1  20th  Infantry. 

■  Captain  J.  N.  Coe.  ) 

First,  Lieutenant  John  Bannister.  / 

Company  “11,” 
20th  Infantry. 

i Surgeon  A.  Reger. 

Fort  Ripley.  | 
Minn.  j 

1 

Captain  .1 .  C.  Bates.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  Alexander  Wishart.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  .1.  F.  Huston,  Post  Adj.  ) 

;  Captain  W.  S.  McCaskey.  I 

! First  Lieutenant  J.  A.  Manley. 

Second  Lieutenant  \V.  11.  Haunter,  A.  A.  j 
Q.  M.  and  A.  C.  S.  J 

Company  “  B,” 
20th  Infantry. 

Company  “G,” 
20th  Infantry. 

Aeting  Assistant  Surgeon  G.  E.  Lord. 

Fort 

Abercrombie, 

1  Colonel  T.  L.  Crittenden.  1 

.Major  R.  E.  A.  Crofton. 

I  First  Lieutenant  W.  P.  Rogers,  Adjutant.  / 
First  Lieutenant  T.  G.  Troxel,  R.  Q.  M.,  | 
A.  A.  Q.  M„  and  A.  C.  S. 

Captain  W.  M.  Van  Horne.  ) 

;  First  Lieutenant  J.  M.  Burns,  > 

Second  Lieutenant  D.  H.  Brush.  ? 

Headquarters, 
17th  Infantry. 

Company  “A,” 
17th  Infantry. 

D.  T. 

Captain  C.  E.  Bennett.  j 

First  Lieutenant  H.  S.  Howe.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  Alexander  Ogle.  1 

Company  "F,” 
17th  Infantry. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  II.  Kinsman. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  H.  H.  Ruger. 

Four  Indian 

See  Memoranda. 
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ROSTER  OF  TROOPS. 


STATIONS. 

OFFICERS. 

TROOPS. 

Fort 

Wadsworth, 

D.  T. 

Captain  E.  P.  Pearson.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  J,.  M.  O’Brien,  Post  Adju-  > 
tant,  A.  A.  Q.  M.  and  A.  C.  S.  5 

1  Captain  Malcolm  McArthur.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  F.  D.  tJarretty.  > 

I  Second  Lieutenant  R.  T.  Lyons.  j 

i  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  C.  E.  McCbesney. 
'Chaplain  Iliram  Stone. 

Company  “  B,” 
17th  Infantry. 

i  Company  "C,” 
j  17th  Infantry. 

Sixlndian  scouts. 

Fort  Seward, 

D.  T. 

|  Captain  J.  H.  Patterson.  1 

iFirst  Lieutenant  R.  M.  Taylor,  Post  Adju-  1 
tant,  A.  A.  Q.  M.  and  A.  C.  S.  j 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  11.  Ribbel.  j 

.  'Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  E.  W.  Du  Bose. 

[  Company  “A,” 
j  20th  Infantry. 

[Lieutenant  Colonel  L.  C.  Hunt. 

|*Major  M.  A.  Reno. 

20th  Infantry. 

|  7th  Cavalry. 

j  Captain  T.  B.  Weir.  ] 

*  First  Lieutenant  J.  M.  Bell. 
iSecond  Lieutenant  W.  S.  Edgerly,  Post  Ad-  | 

1  Company  “D,” 

)  7th  Cavalry. 

Fort  Totten, 

I  Captain  M.  W.  Keogh,  | 

First  Lieutenant  J.  E.  Porter,  A.  A.  Q.  M. 
and  A.  C.  S. 

^Second  Lieutenant  A.  11.  Nave.  i 

)  Company  “I,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

D,  T. 

Captain  William  Fletcher.  1 

|*First  Lieutenant  L.  M.  Morris.  > 

ISecond  Lieutenant  Herbert  Cushman.  ) 

1  Company  "E,” 
20th  Infantry. 

.Captain  A.  A.  Harbach.  ) 

J '  First  Lieutenant  W.  W.  Wood.  > 

[Second  Lieutanant  Alfred  Reynolds.  ) 

|  Company  “K,” 

|  20th  Infantry. 

[Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  J.  B.  Ferguson. 

.  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  James  Shaw. 

j  Four  Indian 
scouts. 

.Major  J.  E.  Yard. 

1  20th  Infantry. 

Captain  C.  0.  Bradley.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  J.  A.  Yeckley.  > 

*Second  Lieutenant  H.  W.  Howgate.  ) 

|  Company  “D,”  . 

’  20th  Infantry. 

Fort  Pembina, 

[Captain  J.  S.  McNauglit.  1 

First  Lieutenant  AV.  R.  Maize,  Post  Adj’t.  / 

Company  “F.” 

I  20th  Infantry. 

D.  T, 

I  Captain  Loyd  Wheaton.  1 

First  Lieutenant  Paul  Harwood,  A.  A.  Q.  M.  ! 

and  A.  C.  S.  \ 

Second  Lieutenant  J.  G.  Gates.  J 

Company  “  I,” 
j  20th  Infantry. 

'  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  AV.  E.  Turner, 
j  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  V.  Harvard. 

*  See  Memoranda. 
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STATIONS. 

OFFICERS. 

TROOPS. 

Colonel  W.  B.  Hazeu. 

Major  0.  11.  Moore. 

First  Lieutenant  J.  F.  Munson.  Adjutant. 
First  Lieutenant  0.  (i.  Penney.  R.  Q.  M.  and 
A.  A.  Q.  M. 

Headquarters, 
6th  Infantry. 

Captain  J.  VV.  Powell.  Jr.  ) 

* ‘First  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Gibbs. 

Second  Lieutenant  A.  M.  Wetherill.  J 

Company  “C,” 
6th  Infantry. 

Captain  D.  11.  Murdoek.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  F.  \V.  Thibaut.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  T.  (1.  Townseud.  5 

Company  “ I),” 
6th  Infantry. 

Fort  Buford, 

D.  T. 

1  Captain  Thomas  Britton.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  W.  11.  H.  Crowell.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  R.  T.  Jacob,  Jr.  ) 

Company  “E,” 
6th  Infantry. 

♦Captain  W.  W.  Sanders.  ) 

(First  Lieutenant  R.  H.  Day.  > 

J  Second  Lieutenant  I).  L.  Craft.  j 

Company  “F,” 
6th  Infantry. 

(♦Captain  H.  S.  Hawkins.  1 

♦First  Lieutenant  X  el  son  Bronson.  J 

Company  “G,” 
6th  Infantry. 

Captain  E.  R.  Ames.  1 

First  Lieutenant  S.  W.  (Jroesbeck,  A.  C.  S.  > 
Second  Lieutenant  G.  B.  \Vralker  J 

Company  “I,” 
6th  Infantry. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  V.  D.  Middleton. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  J.  A.  McKinney. 

Twenty-five 
Indian  scouts. 

*  See  Memoranda. 
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ROSTER  OF  TROOP*. 


Middle  District. 


STATIONS. 

OFFICERS* 

_ _ _ ■  / 

^  TROOPS. 

!*Colonel  S.  D.  Sturgis.  I 

Lieutenant  Colonel  <!.  A.  Custer.  ! 

First  Lieutenant  W.  W.  Cook,  Adjutant.  ! 
[First  Lieutenant  H.  .T.  Nowlan,  R.  Q.  M.  J 

Headquarters, 
7th  Cavalry. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  W.  P.  Carlin. 

17th  Infantry. 

Captain  G.  W.  Yates.  "1 

j*First  Lieutenant  Henry  Jackson. 

^Second  Lieutenant  C.  W.  Lamed.  ) 

Company  “  F,” 

|  7th  Cavalry. 

|*Captain  M.  V.  Sheridan.  j 

:SFirst  Lieutenant  J.  F.  Weston. 

■‘Second  Lieutenant  Charles  Braden.  | 

[First  Lieutenant  T.  W.  Custer,  attached.  J 

Company  “L,” 
7t.h  Cavalry. 

tFort  Abraham 

Lincoln,  D.  T. 

I Captain  J.  S.  Poland.  1 

First  Lieutenant  William  Badger.  > 

[Second  Lieutenant  T.  H.  Eekerson.  ) 

Company  “  A,” 
6th  Infantry. 

1  Captain  Stephen  Baker.  1 

|*First  Lieutenant  John  Carland.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  T.  M.  Willey.  ) 

Company  “  B,” 
6th  Infantry. 

[Captain  L.  H.  Sanger.  I 

,  First  Lieutenant  J osiah  Chance.  >- 

Second  Lieutenant  G.  H.  Roach.  j 

Company  “  G,” 

;  17th  Infantry. 

[Captain  F.  E.  Grossmann.  ) 

|  First  Lieutenant  Henry  Marcotte.  J 

Company  “H,” 
17th  Infantry. 

[Captain  G.  B  Dandy,  A.  Q.  M.,  Post  4.  M. 
Chaplain  Moses  J.  Kelly. 

(Surgeon  J.  F.  Weeds. 

.  (Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  N.  H.  Marselis. 

Thirty-eight 
Indian  scouts. 

[*Major  J.  G.  Tilford. 

7th  Cavalry. 

fFort  Rice, 

Captain  V.  K.  Hart,.  1 

*  First  Lieutenant  James  Calhoun. 

Second  Lieutenant  II.  M.  Harrington,  Post  [ 
Adjutant  and  A.  C.  S.  .  J 

Company ‘‘C,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

D.  T. 

[Captain  T.  H.  French.  ) 

[First  Lieutenant  E.  G.  Mathey.  V 

'*Second  Lieutenant  R.  H,  L.  Alexander.  J 

!  Company  “M,” 
7th  Cavalry. 

Captain  J.  W.  Scully,  A.  Q.  M.,  Post  Q.  M. 
(Assistant  Surgeon  J.  W.  Williams. 

.  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  F.  A.  Davis. 

Eight  Indian 

*  See  Memoranda.  t  See  Page  19. 
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Fort  Stevenso 
D.  T. 


Grand  River 
Agency,  D.  T. 


Camp  Hanco 
D.  T. 


aSBssSKfcu-.  }!«S- 
as  ass  ass  motv.  Eltu?8dian 

«*■ 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  A.  II.  Mann. 

. .  A.  A.Q.j-  nJhPInfantry. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  H.  R.  Porter. 


Southern  District. 
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ROSTER  OF  TROOPS. 


STATIONS. 

OFFICERS. 

|  TROOPS. 

Captain  R.  U.  Offley.  ) 

I  First  Lieutenant  D.  F.  Cnllinan,  A.  A.  Q.  M.  [ 
and  A.  C.  S.  S 

Company  "E,” 
1st  Infantry. 

l*Captain  Garrick  Mallery.  ) 

'First  Lieutenant  G.  S.  Jennings.  > 

^Second  Lieutenant  0.  A.  Booth.  5 

Company  “  B,” 
1st  Infantry. 

Fort  Sully, 

D.  T. 

Captain  Leslie  Smith.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  Thomas  Sharp.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  Matthew  Markland.  ) 

Company  “  F,” 
1st  Infantry. 

! Captain  T.  M.  Tol man.  f 

i First  Lieutenant  John  Hamilton. 

Second  Lieutenant  II.  T.  Reed,  Post  Adj.  5 

Company  “  H,” 
1st  Infantry. 

Assistant  Surgeon  II.  R.  Tilton. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  A.  I.  Comfort. 
Chaplain  G.  D.  Crocker. 

Three  Indian 
scouts. 

r 

Cheyenne  j 

|  Captain  Carlile  Boyd.  1 

"First  Lieutenant  C.  S.  Roberts.  1 

Second  Lieutenant  George  Ruhlen,  Post  [ 
Adjutant,  A.  A.  Q  M.  and  A.  C.  S.  J 

Company  “I,” 
17th  Infantry. 

Agency,  D.  T.  j 

*Captain  J.  II.  Donovan.  ) 

First  Lieutenant C.  H.  Greene.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  Robert  Cairns.  ) 

Company  “  K,” 
17th  Infantry. 

[ 

j  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  E.  J.  Clark. 

r 

Lower  Brule  | 
Agency,  D.  T.  j 

Captain  I.  D.  De  Russy.  j 

(First LieutenantW.  E.  Dougherty.A.A.Q.M.  I 
f  and  A.  C.  S.  I 

Second  Lieutenant  J.  J.  O’Connell,  Post  1 
j  Adjutant.  j 

Company  “  A,” 
1st  Infantry. 

l 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  J.  C.  Byrnes. 

See  Memoranda. 
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District  of  Montana. 

STATIONS. 

officers: 

TROOPS. 

Colonel  John  Gibbon.  1 

*First  Lieutenant  H.  M.  Benson,  Adjutant.  ! 
First  Lieutenant  .1.  W.  Jacobs,  R.  Q.  M..  I 
A.  A.  Q.  M.  and  A.  C.  S. 

Headquarters, 
7th  Infantry. 

Captain  William  Logan.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Cool  idee.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  W.  St.  C.  Long.  ) 

1  7th  infantry. 

Captain  Richard  Comba.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  Daniel  Robinson.  > 

*Second  Lieutenant  J.  T.  Van  Orsdale.  ) 

Company  “D,” 
7th  Infantry. 

Fort  Shaw, 

Captain  Constant  Williams.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  L.  F.  Burnett.  > 

Company  “F,” 
7th  Infantry. 

M.  T. 

*Captain  G.  L.  Browning.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  G.  H.  Wright.  > 

Second  Lieutenant  H.  A.  Irgens.  5 

Company  "G,” 
7th  Infantry. 

Captain  C.  C.  Rawn.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  W.  L.  English. 

Second  Lieutenant  A.  V.  Ainet.  5 

Company  “  I,” 
7th  Infantry. 

First  Lieutenant  A.  II.  Jackson.  [ 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Woodruff,  Acting  [ 
Regimental  Adjt.  and  Post  Adjutant.  J 

Company  “K,” 
7th  Infantry. 

Assistant  Surgeon  J.  D.  Hall. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  C.  A.  Hart. 

r 

Major  Guido  Ilges. 

7th  Infantry. 

Fort  Benton, 

M.  T. 

Captain  T.S.  Kirtland.  1 

First  Lieutenant  .T.  11.  Bradley,  Post  Adjt.  1 
Second  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Booth,  A.  A.  Q.M.  f 
and  A.  0.  S. 

Company  “B,” 
7th  Infantry. 

{ 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  W.  E.  Brandt. 

f 

Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  C,  Gilbert. 

:  7th  Infantry. 

Camp  Baker,  | 

^Captain  Walter  Clifford.  ) 

First  Lieutenant  W.  I.  Reed.  A.  A.  Q.  M.  > 
Second  Lieutenant  E.  E.  Hardin.  ) 

j  Company  “E,” 

1  7th  Infantry. 

near  Diamond  -i, 
City,  M.  T.  | 

Captain  H.  B.  Freeman. 

First  Lieutenant  W.  H.  Nelson.  1 

Second  Lieutenant  F.  M.  II.  Kendrick,  Post  ( 
Adjutant,  and  A.  C.  S.  j 

,  Company  “H,” 

!  7th  Infantry. 

l 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  G.  S.  Oldmixon. 

*  See  Memoranda. 
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roster  of  troops. 


Fort  Ellis, 
M.  T. 


)  Company  “G,” 
^  2<i  Cavalry. 


Major  N.  B.  Sweitzer. 

Captain  G.  L.  Tyler. 

■First  Lieutenant  F.  Grugan. 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  F.  Roe. 

^Captain  J.  X.  Wheelan. 

1  First  Lieutenant  G.  C.  Bonne. 

Second  Lieutenant  E.  J.  McClernand. 

Captain  Edward  Ball.  )  >■  h  » 

1  First  Lieutenant  J.  G.  Mac  Adams,  A.  C.S.  >  Coiiiijany^^  , 
Second  Lieutenant  L.  II.  Jerome.  )  2a  cavalry. 

*Captain' Lewis  Thompson.  )  “  r  » 

First  Lieutenant  S.  T.  Hamilton.  /  ->,1 *Cnvulrv’ 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  B.  Schofield,  Post  Adj.  j  "  <l  y' 


| Second  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Worden.  5 

Captain  L.  C.  Forsyth,  A.  Q.  M.,  District  and, 
j  Post  Quartermaster. 

I  Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  R.  M.  Whitefoot.  i 
Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  W.  C.  W.  Glazier.  ■ 


*  See  Memoranda. 


MEMORANDA. 


HEIR  PROPER  STATIONS. 


Colonel  T.  6.  Pitchkr,  1st  Infantry, 

°Son;®:  Louis, ,SiJ.th  Cavalry’ Su 

Major  0.  A.  Mack,  1st  Infantry,  at  War  Department,  Washington.  D.  C. 


Captain  Lkwis  Thompson,  2.1  Cavalry,  absent  with  leave  on  Surgeon’s  certificate 
n  J.  N.  W 


aeneral  p- H* 

°«si&aa,o<&i^““T- lst  rnfantry’ nt  w“hin*t°n-  d-c”  A8sistn,,t  tothe 

Captain 


c‘^?afo^ per 
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Captain  .1.  U.  Donovan.  17th  Infantry,  absent  with  leave  on  Surgeon’s  certificate 
of  disability. 

Captain  C.  E.  Clarke.  17th  Infantry,  absent  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of  disability. 

First  Lieutenant  K.  C.  (Ikugan.  2d  Cavalry,  on  detached  service  under  orders  of 
the  Chief  Signal  Officer  of  the  Army,  per  Special  Orders  No.  127.  Adjutant 
General’s  Office,  1873. 

First  Lieutenant  .1.  M.  Bell,  7th  Cavalry,  on  detached  service  with  battalion  of  the 
7th  Cavalry,  in  the  Department  of  the  Gulf. 

First  Lieutenant  Hknry  .Jackson.  7th  Cavalry,  on  detached  service  in  the  office  of 
the  Chief  Signal  Officer  of  the  Army,  per  Special  Orders  No.  306,  Adjutant  Gen¬ 
eral’s  Office,  1871. 

First  Lieutenant  J.  F.  Whs  ton.  7th  Cavalry,  at  Artillery  School,  Fortress  Monroe, 
Virginia. 

First  Lieutenant  Jambs  Calhoun,  7th  Cavalry,  on  temporary  detached  duty  at 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  D.  T.,  per  Department  Special  Orders  No.  273,  of  1873. 

First  Lieutenant  II.  R.  Jones,  1st  Infantry,  absent  on  Surgeon's  certificate  of 
disability. 

First  Lieutenant  F.  M.  Lyndb,  1st  Infantry,  on  General  Recruiting  Service- 
Station  unknown. 

First  Lieutenant  Gkorgk  Dupe,  1st  Infantry,  absent  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of 
disability. 

First  Lieutenant  D.  M.  Lee.  litli  Infantry,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  one  month, 
on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of  disability,  per  Department  Special  Orders  No.  201, 
current  series. 

First  Lieutenant  John  Garland,  titli  Infantry,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  one 
month,  with  permission  to  apply  for  an  extension  of  four  months,  per  Depart¬ 
ment  Special  Orders  No.  187,  current  series. 

First  Lieutenant  E.  B.  Gibbs,  titli  Infantry.  Aidc-de-Camp  to  Brigadier  General 
A.  H.  Terry,  Commanding  Department  of  Dakota. 

First  Lieutenant  Nelson  Bronson,  6th  Infantry,  absent  with  leave  on  Surgeon’s 
certificate  of  disability. 

Fir.-t  Lieutenant  11.  M.  Benson,  7th  Infantry,  on  General  Recruiting  Service — 
Station  unknown. 

First  Lieutenant  C.  S.  Roberts,  17th  Infantry,  on  General  Recruiting  Service- 
Station  unknown. 

First  Lieutenant  Alexander  Wish  art,  20th  Infantry,  absent  on  Surgeon’s  certifi¬ 
cate  of  disability. 

First  Lieutenant  L.  M.  Morris,  20th  Infantry,  on  General  Recruiting  Service — 
Station  unknown. 

First  Lieutenant  IV.  W.  Wood,  20th  Infantry,  absent  with  leave  on  Surgeon’s 
certificate  of  disability. 

Second  Lieutenant  Charles  Braden.  7th  Cavalry,  absent  with  leave  on  Surgeon's 
certificate  of  disability. 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  W.  Larned.  7th  Cavalry,  on  detached  service  at  W est  Point, 
New  York,  Special  Orders  No.  156,  current  series.  Adjutant  General’s  Office. 

Second  Lieutenant  A.  H.  Nave,  7th  Cavalry,  absent  on  Surgeon’s  certificate  of 
disability. 

Second  Lieutenant  R.  H.  L.  Alexander.  7th  Cavalry,  absent  on  Surgeon’s  certifi¬ 
cate  of  disability. 

Second  Lieutenant  C.  A.  Booth,  1st  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  six  months, 
per  Special  Orders  No.  203,  current  series.  Adjutant  General’s  Office. 

Second  Lieutenant  J.  S.  Rogers,  1st  Infantry,  on  detached  service  at  Detroit  High 
School,  Michigan,  per  Special  Orders  No.  78,  current  series.  Adjutant  General’s 
Office. 


MfeMOKAftDA.  i't 


Second  Lieutenant  F.  II.  Edmunds,  1st  Infantry,  on  detached  service  at  West 
Point,  New  York,  per  Special  Orders  No.  173,  Adjutant  General’s  Office,  1873. 

Second  Lieutenant.!.  T.  Van  Orsdai-k.  7th  Infantry,  on  leave  of  absence  for  thirty 
days,  since  July  16.  1874.  per  Department  Special  Orders  No.  130.  current  series. 
Extended  thirty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  53,  current  series,  Military  Division 
of  the  Missouri;  thirty  days,  per  Special  Orders  No.  26.  current  series,  Head¬ 
quarters  of  the  Army,  and  three  months,  per  Special  Orders  No.  209,  current 
series.  Adjutant  General’s  Office. 

Second  Lieutenant  H.  W.  Howgatk,  20th  Infantry,  on  detached  service  in  the 
office  of  the  Chief  Signal  Officer  of  the  Army. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  W.  E.  Turner,  U.  S.  A.,  directed  to  report  at  these 
Headquarters  for  further  orders. 


STATIONS  OF  TROOPS  BY  COMPANIES. 


Department  of  Dakota. 

REGIMENT.  COMPANY 

STATION. 

2d  Cavalry,  F 

DETACHMENT,  , 

FORT  ELLIS,  -  M.  T.  L' 

Fort  Ellis,  Montana  Territory- 
Fort  Ellis.  Montana  Territory. 

Fort  Ellis,  Montana  Territory. 

Fort  Ellis,  Montana  Territory. 

7th  Cavalry, 

1)’. 

DETACHMENT,  p 

HEADQUARTERS, 

FORT  A.  LINCOLN,  D.  T.  M‘ 

'ort  Rice,  Dakota  Territory, 
i’ort  Totten,  Dakota  Territory. 

''ort  Abraham  Lincoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
fort  Totten,  Dakota  Territory. 

•'ort  Abraham  Lincoln.  Dakota  Ter. 
•'ort  Rice,  Dakota  Territory. 

A. 

IS. 

1st  Infantry,  £• 

e! 

HEADQUARTERS,  J,' 

FORT  RANDALL,  -  D.  T. 

I." 

K. 

Lower  Brule  Agency.  Dakota  Ter. 

Fort  Sully.  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Randall,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Randall.  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Sully.  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Sully.  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Randall,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Sully,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Randall,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Randall,  Dakota  Territory. 

A. 

B. 

6th  Infantry,  £ 

H* 

HEADQUARTERS,  p 

FORT  BUFORD,  -  D.  T.  y 

I.’ 

K. 

Fort  Abraham  Liucoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Stevenson,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Buford,  Dakota  Territory. 

Fort  Stevenson,  Dakota  Territory. 
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7th  Infantry, 

HEADQUARTERS, 

FORT  SHAW,  -  - 


Fort  Shaw.  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Benton,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Ellis,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory. 
Camp  Baker,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw.  Montana  Territory. 
Camp  Baker,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw,  Montana  Territory. 
Fort  Shaw.  Montana  Territory. 


17th  Infantry,  jy 

E." 

HEADQUARTERS,  p 

FORT  ABERCROMBIE.  D.T.  jj 

I  I.' 

K. 


Fort  Abercrombie,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Wadsworth,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Wadsworth.  Dakota  Territory. 
Camp  Hancock.  Dakota  Territory. 
Grand  River  Agency,  Dakota  Ter. 
Fort  Abercrombie,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln,  Dakota  Ter. 
Fort  Abraham  Lincoln.  Dakota  Ter. 
Cheyenne  Agency,  Dakota  Territory. 
Cheyenne  Agency,  Dakota  Territory. 


20th  Infantry,  j  C. 

•  E.' 

HEADQUARTERS,  jf. 

FORT  SNELLING,  MINN.  h 

I.' 
K. 


Fort  Seward,  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Ripley,  Minnesota. 

Fort  Snelling,  Minnesota. 

Fort  Pembina.  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Totten.  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Pembina.  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Ripley,  Minnesota. 

Fort  Snelling.  Minnesota. 

Fort  Pembina.  Dakota  Territory. 
Fort  Totten,  Dakota  Territory. 


Companies  “A,”  “B,”  “E,”  and  “G,”  7th  Cavalry,  from  Fort  Abraham 
Lincoln,  D.  T.,  and  “  H  ”  and  “  K,”  same  regiment,  from  Fort  Rice,  D.  T., 
on  detached  service  in  the  Department  of  the  Gulf,  in  compliance  with 
telegraphic  instructions  from  Headquarters,  Military  Division  of  the  Mis¬ 
souri,  dated  September  28th,  and  Department  Special  Orders  No.  215,  cur¬ 
rent  series. 


a.  c.  m 


1.  Private  Michael  Morton,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  B.  F.  Williams,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  6th,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  77.  i 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 

M.  T.,  bv  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  51,  current  series,  from  these 

Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  W.  Benham,  7th  Infantry, 

is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  Michael  Morton,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  Michael  Morton,  Company  ‘B,’  7th 
Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the  post 
guard,  and  regularly  posted  as  a  sentinel  at  3  o’clock  A.  m., 
August  10th,  1874,  did  quit  his  post  without  being  regularly  re¬ 
lieved  or  urgent  necessity,  and  go  to  the  town  of  Fort  Benton. 
This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on  the  date  above  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline.” 

Specification. — -“In;  that  Private  Michael  Morton,  Company  ‘B,’  7th 
Tnfantrv,  being  a  member  of  the  post  guard,  and  placed  in 
charge  of  prisoner  J ames  Lynch,  same  company  and  regiment, 
did  permit  the  said  prisoner  to  leave  his  custody  and  go  to  the 


vn  of  Fort  Benton,  unattended.  This  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T., 
the  morning  of  August  10th,  1874.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 
Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Michael  Morton, 
Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  he  confined  at  hard  labor  under 
charge  of  the  post  guard,  for  the  period  of  six  (6)  months;  and  to  forfeit  to 
the  United  States  the  sum  of  ten  dollars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly 
pay,  for  the  same  period 

2d.  Private  B.  F.  Williams,  Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification  I. — “In;  that  Private  B.  F.  Williams,  Company  ‘B,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  introduce  into  the  post  of  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  and 
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did  have  in  hi*  possession  a  bottle  of  whiskey.  This  in  violation 
of  a  standing  order  of  his  company  at  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  on 
the  4th  day  of  July,  1874.” 

Specification  II. — “In;  that  Private  B.  /■’.  Williams,  Company  ‘B,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  introduce  into  the  post  guard-house,  and  did  fur¬ 
nish  to  a  prisoner  confined  there,  (Private  James  Lynch,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘B,’  7th  Infantry,)  a  bottle  of  whiskey.  This  at  Fort  Ben¬ 
ton,  M.  T.,  on  the  4th  day  of  July,  1874.” 

Specification  III. — “In;  that  Private  B.  V.  Williams,  Company  ‘B,’  7th 
Infantry,  did  introduce  into  the  post  of  Fort  Benton,  M.  T.,  and 
did  have  in  his  possession  two  bottles  of  whiskey.  This  in 
violation  of  a  standing  order  of  his  company,  on  the  31st  day 
of  August,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  1st  Specification, 
To  the  2d  Specification, 
To  the  3d  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


FINDING. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 


Of  the  1st  Specification, 
Of  the  2d  Specification, 
Of  the  3d  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  B.  F.  Williams, 
Company  “B,”  7th  Infantry,  “  To  be  confined  at  hard  labor  under  charge 
of  the  post  guard,  for  the  period  of  three  (3)  months;  and  to  forfeit  to  the 
United  States  the  sum  of  ten  dollars  ($10.00)  per  month  of  his  monthly  pay, 
for  the  same  period .” 


11. . .The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Michael  Morton  and  B.  F.  Williams,  Company  “B,”  7th  In¬ 
fantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  executed. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Shaw, 
M.  T.,  by  virtue  of  Special  Orders  No.  51,  current  series,  from  these 
Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  D.  W.  Benham,  7th  Infantry, 
is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  op  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


official  : 


E.  W.  SMITH, 

Captain  18 th  Infantry,  A.  1).  C., 

Acting  Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


1st  Lieutenant  6 th  Infantry ,  A.  I).  C. 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  Novembe) •  24,  1874. 

General  Orders,  1 
No.  78.  J 

Post  Commanders  will  hereafter  report  to  these  headquarters  on  the 
first  day  of  each  month,  the  names  of  all  men  in  confinement  at  the  post 
guard  house  awaiting  trial  by  General  Court  Martial,  with  the  date  of 
confinement  in  each  case. 


OFFICIAL  : 


By  Command  ok  Brigadier  General  Terry, 
e.  w.  SMITH, 

Captain  18<A  Infantry, 
Acting  Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


1st  Lieutenant  6th  Infantry,  .4.  D.  C 


a.  c.  m. 


Private  John  Jourdan,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paid,  Minn.,  November  25th,  1874. 

General  Orders 1 
No.  79.  J 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  215,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  G.  Telford,  7th 
Cavalry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: — 

Private  John  Jourdan,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In;  that  Private  John  Jourdan,  Company  ‘C,’  7th  Cav¬ 
alry,  being  a  member  of  the  main  guard,  was  found  sleeping  up¬ 
on  his  post.  This  at  Fort  Rice,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  6th  day 
of  October,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“  Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  John  Jourdan, 
Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten  (10) 
dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  five  (5)  months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard 
labor  in  charge  of  the  guard,  for  the  same  period 


H... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  John  Jourdan,  Company  “C,”  7th  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

III. ..The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Rice, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  II,  Special  Orders  No.  215,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Major  J.  G.  Tilford, 
7th  Cavalry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


e.  w.  SMITH, 

Captain  18tA  Infantry, 
Acting  Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


1st  Lieutenant  6th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


Indian  Scout  Ipawega,  U.  S.  Army. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  27th,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  80.  f 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  220, 
current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Captain  William 
M.  Van  Horne,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried  : 

Indian  scout  Ipawega,  U.  S.  Army. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “  In ;  that  Ipawega,  a  duly  enlisted  Indian  scout,  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  did  desert  said  service  at  Fort 
Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  the  16th  day  of  May,  1873,  and  did  re¬ 
main  a  deserter  until  apprehended  by  ‘  Little  Paul,’  on  the  13th 
day  of  August,  1874,  near  Fort  Wadsworth,  D.  T.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Indian  scout  Ipawega, 
U.  S.  Army,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and  allowance  now 
due  or  to  become  due,  the  just  dues  of  the  laundress  excepted;  and  to  be  confined 
at  hard  labor  at  such  place  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for  a 
period  of  three  (3)  years” 


The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  In¬ 
dian  scout  Ipawega,  U.  S.  Army,  are  approved.  The  sentence  is  miti¬ 
gated  to  confinement  at  hard  labor,  for  six  (6)  months,  with  forfeiture 
of  his  pay,  for  the  same  period.  As  thus  mitigated  the  sentence  will 
be  duly  executed.  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  is  designated  as  the  place 
of  confinement. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

e.  w.  SMITH, 

Captain  18th  Infantry, 
Acting  Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


OFFICIAL : 


1st  Lieutenant  6th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  o.  m. 


1.  Private  John  F.  E.  Lowenburg,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Joseph  Seibert,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  December  2 d,  1874. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  81.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragrapli  I,  Special  Orders  No.  220, 

current  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L. 

Crittenden,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: 

1st.  Private  John  F.  E.  Lowenburg,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  F.  E.  Lowenburg,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘C,’  17th  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  as  a 
member  of  a  guard  in  charge  of  a  prisoner,  Private  Thomas 
Smith,  Company  ‘C,’  17th  Infantry,  charged  with  desertion,  did 
become  drunk.  This  at  or  near  Mooreliead,  Minn.,  on  or  about 
July  2d,  1874. 

Charge  II. — “Conduct  prejudical  to  good  order  and  military  dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  John  F.  E.  Lowenburg,  Com¬ 
pany  ‘C,’  17th  Infantry,  having  been  placed  as  a  guard  over 
one  prisoner,  Private  Thomas  Smith,  Company  ‘C,’  17tli  In¬ 
fantry,  charged  with  desertion,  did  allow  said  prisoner  to  escape. 
This  at  or  near  Moorehead,  Minn.,  on  or  about  the  2d  of  July, 
1874.” 
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To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  “ acquit  him,”  Private  John  F.  E. 
Lowenburg,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry. 


2d.  Private  Joseph  Seibert,  Company  “F,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  38th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification— “ In  this;  that  Private  Joseph  Seibert,  Company  ‘  F,’  17th 
Tnfantrv,  did  steal,  carry  away,  and  appropriate  to  his  own 
use,  the  following  articles  of  U.  S.  Government  property,  for 
which  articles  Captain  Clarence  E.  Bennett,  Company  ‘F,’  17th 
Infantry,  is  accountable  to  the  government,  viz. :  One  (1)  breech 
loading  rifle  musket,  model  1868,  cal.  .50;  one  (1)  gun-sling, 
forty  (40)  centre  primed  metallic  cartridges,  cal.  .50,  one  (1) 
screwdriver,  one  (1)  brace  yoke  and  stay  straps,  one  (1)  valise 
with  rubber  flap,  two  (2)  great-coat  straps,  one  (1)  haversack 
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(canvas),  one  (1)  canteen,  one  (1)  meat  ration  can,  one  (1)  mosquito 
bar  (single),  one  (1)  bedsack  (double),  one  (1)  letter  ‘  F.’  All 
this  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  October  17th,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Joseph  Seibert,  Company  ‘F,’  17th 
Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  and  stationed  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  Dakota  Territory,  did 
desert  from  said  service  and  station  on  or  about  October  17tli, 
1874,  and  did  remain  absent  until  apprehended  in  Breckenridge, 
Minn.,  on  or  about  the  evening  of  October  19th,  1874,  by  a  de¬ 
tachment  sent  from  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  in  pursuit  of  him, 
commanded  by  Sergeant  Albert  Netherton,  Company  ‘F,’  17tli 
Infantry.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 
Charge  I. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  i Specification,  “Guilty,  except  the  words,  ‘Forty  centre 

primed  metallic  cartridges,  cal.  .50,  one  screwdriver,  one  brace  yoke 
and  stay  straps,  one  valise  with  rubber  flap,  two  great-coat  straps,  one 
haversack  (canvas),  one  meat  ration  can,  one  canteen,  one  mosquito  bar 
(single),  one  bedsack  (double),  one  letter  ‘  F and  of  the  excepted 
words,  Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


“Guilty.” 
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Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  "Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him.  Private  Joseph  Seibert, 
Company  “ F,”  17th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances 
now  due,  or  to  become  due,  just  dues  of  laundress  excepted,  for  the  period  of 
one  year,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  for  the  period  of  two  (2)  years,  at 
such  post  as  the  Department  Commando’  may  designate.” 


II. ..The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
John  F.  E.  Lowenburg,  Company  “C,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved. 
Orders  have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and 
restoration  to  duty. 

In  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Joseph  Seibert,  Company  “F,”  17th 
Infantry,  the  proceedings  under  the  1st  charge  are  disapproved,  for  the 
reason  that  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  specification  should  have  been  laid 
under  the  99th  Article  of  War.  The  remainder  of  the  proceedings  are 
approved.  The  findings  to  the  2d  charge  and  its  specification,  and  the 
sentence,  are  disapproved,  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Department  Com¬ 
mander,  the  testimony  of  record  only  establishes  an  absence  without 
leave.  Private  Seibert  will  be  released  from  confinement  and  restored 
to  duty. 


By  Command  op  Brigadier  General  Terry, 
e.  w.  SMITH, 

Captain  18  th  Infantry, 
Acting  Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


official  : 


1st  Lieutenant  6th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


a.  c.  m. 


1.  Private  William  Hickey,  Company  “A,”  1st  Infantry. 

2.  Private  James  Carroll,  Company  “  K,”  1st  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  December  3d,  1874. 

General  Orders'! 

No.  82.  / 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 

D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  155,  current  series, 

from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  Pinkney 

Lugenbeel,  1st  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried: — 

1st.  Private  William  Iiickey,  Company  “A,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this ;  that  he,  Private  William  Hickey,  of  Company 
‘A,’  1st  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  for  detached 
service  at  Brule  City,  D.  T.,  did  become  so  drunk  while  on  the 
said  duty,  as  to  be  entirely  unable  to  perform  his  duty  as  a 
soldier,  and  to  cause  a  delay  in  the  march  of  the  detachment. 
This  on  the  road  between  American  Creek  and  Crow  Creek, 
D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  11th  of  September,  1874.” 

Charge  II. — “Violation  of  the  50th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  William  Hickey,  of  Company 
‘  A,’  1st  Infantry,  having  been  regularly  detailed  as  a  member  of  an 
escort  and  guard  for  special  duty  at  Brule  City,  D.  T.,  did  with¬ 
out  urgent  necessity,  and  without  the  leave  of  his  Commanding 
Officer,  quit  the  said  escort,  and  remain  absent  from  about  12 
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o’clock  m.,  till  about  midnight  of  same  day,  when  he  returned 
to  Lower  Brulfe  Agency,  the  post  of  his  company.  This  at  or 
near  Crow  Creek,  Dakota,  on  or  about  the  11th  of  September, 
1874.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“Not  Guilty.” 
“Not  Guilty.” 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 


Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Not  Guilty.” 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  “  acquit  him,”  Private  William  Hickey, 
Company  “  A,”  1st  Infantry. 


2d.  Private  James  Carroll,  Company  “  K,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge  I. — “Violation  of  the  50th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “  In  this  ;  that  he,  Private  James  Carroll,  Company  ‘  K/ 
1st  Infantry,  having  been  duly  mounted  as  a  member  of  the  post 
guard  at  Fort  Brady,  Michigan,  did,  without  urgent  necessity, 
and  without  the  leave  of  his  superior  officer,  quit  said  guard. 
This  at  Fort  Brady,  Michigan,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  May, 
1873.” 
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Charge  II. — “  Desertion.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  Carroll,  Company  ‘K,’ 
1st  Infantry,  a  duly  enlisted-  soldier  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  did  desert  from  said  service  at  Fort  Brady,  Michigan,  on 
or  about  the  28th  day  of  May,  1873,  and  remain  absent  until  ap¬ 
prehended  at  Buffalo,  X.  Y.,  on  or  about  the  14th  day  of  May, 
1874.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded 

Charge  I. 

To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

as  follows : 


Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 


Charge  I. 


Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 
Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Carroll, 
Company  “K,”  1st  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due  him,  to  be  dishonorably 
discharged  the  service  of  the  U.  S.,  and  then  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor, 

at  such  place  as  the  Commanding  General  may  direct,  for  the  period  of  three 
(3)  years" 


4 

II. ..The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private 
William  Hickey ,  Company  “A,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved.  Orders 
have  already  been  issued  for  his  release  from  confinement  and  restora¬ 
tion  to  duty. 

The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  James  Can-oil,  Company  “K,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved. 
The  sentence  is  modified  so  as  to  make  the  dishonorable  discharge  take 
effect  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  confinement,  and  is  mitigated 
to  confinement  at  hard  labor,  for  two  (2)  years,  with  forfeiture  of  all  pay 
and  allowances  for  the  same  period.  As  thus  modified  and  mitigated 
the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed.  The  post  where  his  company  may 
be  serving,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 

By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 


e.  w.  SMITH, 

Captain  18  th  Infantry , 
Acting  Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


official  : 


1st  Lieutenant  6th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


G.  C.  M 


1.  Private  Malachi  Rooney,  Company  “  D,”  1st  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Jacob  Landers,  Company  “A,”  1st  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  December  23d,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  83.  f 

I... Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  155,  current  series, 
from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Lieutenant  Colonel  Pinkney 
Ltjgenbeel,  1st  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried : — 

1st.  Private  Malachi  Rooney,  Company  “  D,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  46th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Malachi  Rooney,  Company  ‘D,’ 
1st  Infantry,  a  member  of  the  guard,  having  been  regularly 
posted  as  a  sentinel  over  the  Post  Quartermaster’s  stables  at  Fort 
Randall,  D.  T.,  was  found  sleeping  upon  his  post  by  Captain 
William  N.  Tisdall,  1st  Infantry,  the  officer  of  the  day,  at  or 
about  twenty  minutes  after  12  o’clock,  on  the  morning  of  Sep* 
tember  21st,  1874.” 


To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “  Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows : 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Malachi  Rooney, 
Company  “  D,”  1st  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  $10  per 
month,  for  three  months,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the 
guard,  for  three  months .” 

2d.  Private  Jacob  Landers,  Company  “A,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge. — “Violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Jacob  Landers,  Company  ‘A/ 
1st  Infantry,  having  been  summoned  to  appear  as  a  witness  be¬ 
fore  a  General  Court  Martial,  convened  at  Fort  Randall,  D.  T., 
by  virtue  of  paragraph  IV,  Special  Orders  No.  155,  current 
series,  Headquarters  Department  of  Dakota,  did  come  before 
said  Court  so  much  under  the  influence  of  liquor  as  to  be  un¬ 
able  to  perform  the  duty  required  of  him.  This  at  Fort  Ran¬ 
dall,  D.  T.,  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  October,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Jacob  Landers, 
Company  “A,”  1st  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  ten  dol¬ 
lars  of  his  pay,  for  two  months,  and  to  be  confined  in  charge  of  the  guard,  at 
hard  labor,  for  thirty  days." 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Malachi  Rooney,  Company  “  D,”  and  Jacob  Landers,  Company 
“A,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly  exe¬ 
cuted. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry*. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


1st  Lieutenant  6th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


Gr.  C.  M. 


1.  Private  Richard  McGill,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 

2.  Private  Henry  Keeler,  Company  “G,”  1st  Infantry. 

3.  Private  Daniel  O’Connell,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 

4.  Private  Jame-t  McBrearty,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  December  24th,  1874. 

General  Orders \ 

No.  84.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Snelling, 

Minn.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  III,  Special  Orders  No.  262,  current 

series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  George  Sykes, 

20th  Infantry,  is  President,  were  arraigned  and  tried  : 

1st.  Private  Richard  McGill,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 

Charge  1. — “  Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Richard  McGill,  Company  ‘C,’ 
20th  Infantry,  having  received  a  pass  extending  until  12  o’clock 
M.,  November  19th,  1874,  did  fail  to  return  at  the  proper  time, 
and  did  remain  absent  without  leave  until  about  ‘reveille,’ 
November  23d,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about 
the  dates  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9tli  Article 
of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Richard  McGill,  Company  ‘C,’ 
20th  Infantry,  being  absent  without  leave,  and  having  been  or- 
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dered  by  his  superior  officer,  1st  Lieutenant  J.  S.  Stafford,  20th 
Infantry,  to  report  to  his  company  without  delay,  did  fail  to  obey 
said  order.  This  at  Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  20th,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

To  the  Specification, 

“Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge, 

“  Not  Guilty.” 

FINDING. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 

the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“  Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification, 

“  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Richard  McGill, 
Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ($10.00) 
ten  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  (3)  three  months,  and  to  he  confined  for 
(30)  thirty  days  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  post  guard." 

2d.  Private  Henry  Keeler,  Company  “G,”  1st  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Desertion.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  Henry  Keeler,  Company  ‘G,’  1st 
Infantry,  having  been  regularly  enlisted  in  the  Army  of  the 
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United  States,  did  desert  the  same  at  Fort  Porter,  New  York,  on 
or  about  the  18th  day  of  September,  1872,  and  did  remain  so 
absent  from  the  Army,  until  he  surrendered  himself  at  Saint 
Louis,  Missouri,  on  or  about  the  15th  day  of  August,  1874.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

To  the  Specification ,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Henry  Keeler, 
Company  “G,”  1st  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay 
and  allowances  now  due  or  that  may  become  due;  to  be  confined  in  such 
military  prison  as  the  Department  Commander  may  desicjnate,  for  (3)  three 
years,  wearing  a  ball  and  chain  attached  to  his  right  leg;  then  to  be  dishonor¬ 
ably  discharged  the  service.” 

3d.  Private  Daniel  O'Connell,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Daniel  O’Connell,  Company 
‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  did  absent  himself  from  his  company  and 
post  without  proper  authority,  about  noon,  November  18th,  1874, 
and  did  remain  absent  until  about  ‘reveille,’  November  23d, 
1874.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about  the  dates 
specified.” 

Charge  II. — “  Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9tli  Article 
of  War.” 


Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  Daniel  O’Connell,  Company 
‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  being  absent  without  leave,  and  having  been 
ordered  by  his  superior  officer,  1st  Lieutenant  J.  S.  Stafford,  20th 
Infantry,  to  report  to  his  company  without  delay,  did  fail  to  obey 
said  order.  This  at  Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  20th,  1874.” 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 


To  the  Specification, 

To  the  Charge, 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

To  the  Specification, 

To  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“Not  Guilty.” 

“Not  Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows : 


Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  I. 

“Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

Of  the  Specification, 

Of  the  Charge, 

Charge  II. 

“  Guilty.” 

“  Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  Daniel  O’Connell, 
Company  “C,”  20tli  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ($10.00) 
ten  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  (3)  three  months,  and  to  he  confined  for 
(30)  thirty  days  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  the  post  guard.” 


4th.  Private  James  McBrearty,  Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry. 
Charge  I. — “Absence  without  leave.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  McBrearty,  Company 
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‘C,’  20th  Infantry,  having  received  a  pass  extending  until  guard 
mount,  November  20th,  1874,  did  fail  to  return  at  the  proper 
time,  and  did  remain  absent  without  leave  until  about  ‘tattoo,’ 
November  22d,  1874.  This  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  on  or  about 
the  dates  specified.” 

Charge  II. — “Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  9th  Article 
of  War.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  he,  Private  James  McBrearty,  Company 
‘  C,’  20th  Infantry,  being  absent  without  leave,  and  having  been 
ordered  by  his  superior  officer,  1st  Lieutenant  J.  S.  Stafford,  20th 
Infantry,  to  report  to  his  company  without  delay,  did  fail  to 
obey  said  order.  This  at  Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  November  20th, 
1874.” 


To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows: 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


To  the  Specification, 
To  the  Charge, 


Charge  I. 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
“  Not  Guilty.” 
Finding. 


The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds 
the  accused  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 


And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  McBrearty, 


Company  “C,”  20th  Infantry,  “  To  forfeit  to  the  United  Stales  ($10.00) 
ten  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  (3)  three  months,  and  to  be  confined  for 
(30)  thirty  days  at  hard  labor,  in  charge  of  the  post  guard.” 


II... The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentences  in  the  foregoing  cases  of 
Privates  Richard  McGill,  Daniel  O'Connell  and  James  McBrearty,  Com¬ 
pany  “C,”  20th  Infantry,  are  approved,  and  the  sentences  will  be  duly 
executed. 

The  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Private  Henry 
Keeler,  Company  “6,”  1st  Infantry,  are  approved.  The  sentence,  ex¬ 
cept  so  much  as  provides  for  wearing  a  ball  and  chain,  and  for  con¬ 
finement  for  more  than  two  years,  is  approved,  and  will  be  duly  exe¬ 
cuted.  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  is  designated  as  the  place  of  confinement. 


official  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE. 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


o.  c.  m. 


Private  James  H.  Stanley,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  December  26th,  1874. 

General  Orders  1 

No.  85.  / 

I. ..Before  a  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Aber¬ 
crombie,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  220,  cur¬ 
rent  series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Crit¬ 
tenden,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  was  arraigned  and  tried: — 

Private  James  H.  Stanley,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry. 

Charge. — “  Conduct  prejudicial  to  good  order  and  military  discipline.” 

Specification. — “In  this;  that  Private  James  H.  Stanley,  Company  ‘A,’ 
17th  Infantry,  did  between  the  hours  of  retreat  roll-call  and 
12  o’clock,  on  the  evening  of  the  13th  of  November,  1874,  enter 
the  house  of  one  Mary,  ‘an  Indian  woman,’  living  at  Fort 
Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  and  did  then  and  there  create  a  disturbance, 
and  did  strike,  kick  and  bite,  beat  and  otherwise  maltreat  the 
said  Mary,  ‘an  Indian  woman,’  and  her  daughter  Belle,  in  a 
brutal  manner.  All  this  at  Fort  Abercrombie,  D.  T.,  and  on  or 
about  the  date  above  specified.” 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  Specification,  “Guilty.” 

To  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The  Court  having  maturely  considered  the  case,  finds  the  accused 
as  follows: 

Of  the  Specification,  “  Guilty.” 

Of  the  Charge,  “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Private  James  Ii.  Stanley, 
Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  “To  forfeit  to  the  United  States  ten 
(10)  dollars  of  his  monthly  pay,  for  the  period  of  four  (4)  months,  and 
to  he  confined  at  hard  labor  in  charge  of  a  guard,  for  the  same  period 


11.. . The  proceedings,  findings  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of 
Private  James  IT.  Stanley,  Company  “A,”  17th  Infantry,  are  approved, 
and  the  sentence  will  be  duly  executed. 

111. . .The  General  Court  Martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Abercrom¬ 
bie,  D.  T.,  by  virtue  of  (paragraph  I,  Special  Orders  No.  220,  current 
series,  from  these  Headquarters,  and  of  which  Colonel  T.  L.  Critten¬ 
den,  17th  Infantry,  is  President,  is  hereby  dissolved. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry*. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


CIRCULARS 


FROM  THE 


HEADQUARTERS, 


(No.  1.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  10,  1874. 

Circular : 

Post  Commissary  Sergeants  serving  in  this  Department,  will  in  future, 
transmit  the  monthly  report  required  from  them  by  existing  orders 
through  their  respective  Post  Commanders,  to  the  Chief  Commissary  of 
Subsistence  of  the  Department. 


OFFICIAL  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Oofttuin  iid  Infantry,  .4.  IK  C. 


■  > 

. 


.  .  .  - 


(2. 


UKAIK/l  AKTKKS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA . 


t  IKCl'LAB  : 


St.  Paul.  Minn.,  January  20.  1874. 


For  the  information  and  guidance  of  officers  of  this  command,  whost 
tiuties  require  them  to  advertise  on  public  service,  it  is  announced  that 
the  “  Sima  Falls  Pantograph,"  a  newspaper  published  at  Sioux  Falls, 
Dakota,  has  been  placed  on  the  advertising  list  of  the  War  Department. 


O.  D.  GREEN*, 

AsstVo/if  Adjutant  General. 


(iiptain  Ad  Infunhy.  A.  It.  <  . 


(No.  3.) 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  25,  1874. 

Circui>ar 

The  following  decision  of  the  War  Department  is  published  for  the  in¬ 
formation  of  all  concerned,  viz: 

War  Department, 

Adjutant  Gknf.raj.’s  Office, 

Washington,  April  21,  1874. 

To  thr  Commanding  (lateral  Department  of  Dakota,  through  Heady  it  nil  a  < 
Military  Division  of  the  Missouri,  Chicago.  Illinois. 

Sir: 

Referring  to  your  endorsement  of  the  27th  ultimo,  forwarding  commu¬ 
nication  from  the  Acting  Commissary  of  Subsistence  at  Fort  Randall, 
D.  T.,  asking  whether  General  Orders  No.  13,  February  16,  1874,  from 
this  office,  applies  to  contract  surgeons,  I  am  directed  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  inform  you  that  the  order  referred  to  having  been  issued  with 
special  reference  to  civilian  clerks,  laborers,  Ac.,  employed  in  the  differ¬ 
ent  staff  departments  of  the  army,  was  not  intended  to  be  applied  to  Act¬ 
ing  Assistant  Surgeons  who  are  not  civilian  employees  in  the  sense  usually 
employed  in  General  Orders,  but  are  quasi  commissioned  officers. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

(Signed,)  E.  D.  Townsend, 

Adjutant  Genera/. 


By  Command 


BRIGADIER  liKNKKAI.  ’I'KKK  \  . 
O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry ,  A.  D.  C. 


(No 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF'  DA  KOI  A, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  April  28,  1874. 

Circular  : 

Commanding  Officers  of  Posts  in  this  Department  .wilt  cause  their  res¬ 
pective  Acting  Commissaries  of  Subsistence  to  forward  early  in  the 
months  of  May  and  June  next  to  the  Chief  Commissary  of  Subsistence  at 
these  headquarters,  all  subsistence  funds  in  their  hands  not  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  service  of  that  Department  at  their  posts  during  such 
months.  In  determining  the  amounts  to  be  forwarded  the  amounts  that 
will  probably  be  received  from  sales  in  the  months,  will  be  taken  into 
consideration. 


OFFICIAL  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

o.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


( aptain  18 th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


i  N«.  5) 


IIKA I>  >l'A  RTEKS  DEPARTM  ENT  OF  DA  KOI  A, 
Saint  Pai  l,  Minn.,  June  1,  1874. 


ilhADCjUAKTKKS,  DEPARTMENT  OK  DAKolA, 

. 187 

No .  |  [Extract.] 

A  General  Court  Martial  is  hereby  appointed  to  convene  at  Fort  Snel- 
ling,  Minn.,  on . t!ie - of . 


1*  brought  la-fore  it  by 
Detail  for  the  <\ 


s  appointed  Judge  Advocate  of  the  Court. 


C.  8. 

,C.  8 
A'.  8 
.1'.  8. 
r.  8 

C.  8. 

C.  8.  Arm 


Nu  other  officers  than  those  named  can  he  assembled  without  mani- 
ti  st  injury  to  the  service.  Should  any  of  the  officers  named  in  the  de 
tail  lie  unable  to  attend,  the  Court  will  nevertheless  proceed  to  and 
l  ontinne  the  business  before  it :  provided  the  number  present  be  not  less 
than  the  minimum  prescribed  by  law. 

IlY  Cl  MM  AMI  OP  IlRHiADIKR  GeXBHAI.  TERRY, 

0.  1>.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

oPKiciAti : 


Captain  1  >th  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 

1-OUT  SM  I. I. INC,  MINN. 


Tin-  Court  no  t.  juii-ii.iut  to  the  foregoing  order,  at  It1  o’clock  a,,  m. 
i’RKSE.vr  : 

I.  Colonel . 1’.  S.  Infantry, 

Major . . . U.  S.  Cavalry, 

::  Major . 1.  S.  Cavalry, 

4.  Captain . C.  S.  Infantry, 

■  Captain . U.  S.  Cavalry, 

Captain . I’.  S.  Infantry, 

7.  Assistant  Surgeon . U.  S.  Army, 

First  Lieutenant . C.  S.  Cavalry. 

Judge  Advocate. 

Absent : 

I.  Fii-t  Lieutenant .  . U.  S.  Infantry. 


Hire  set  forth  the  cause  of  absence  of  any  absent  member,  if  the  same  is 
knou-n.  It  is  the  duty  if  a  Judge  Advocate  to  ascertain,  if  possible,  the  cause 
of  absence  and  record  it.  and  in  cases  of  sickness,  medical  certificates  must  be 
furnished  by  the  absent  members,  and  appended  to  the  record.) 

I  lie  Court  tin  n  proceeded  to  the  trial  of . . 

Ifegimrnt  C.  S.  Infantry ,  who  thereupon  came  before  the  Court,  and 
having  heard  the  order  convening  it  read,  was  asked  if  lie  had  any  ob- 
'ti.in  in  any  meii.lier  piesent,  named  in  the  order;  to  which  lie  re- 
|4h  4  Li  *he  mgative,  (or)  the  accused  submittfd  the  following  objection 


•  Here  insert  the  objection.) 


The  Challenged  member  stated  that : 

{Here  insert  the  statement  of  the  challenged  member,  i 
The  Court  was  thereupon  closed,  the  challenged  member  and  the  ac¬ 
cused  retiring,  and,  after  due  deliberation,  the  Court  h  iviug  re-opened, 
t.ie  challenged  member  and  the  accused  resumed  their  seats  and  ;h:*d-. 
ci  -ion  of  the  Court  was  announced  by  the  Judge  Advocate,  that  the  ob¬ 
jection  of  the  accused  is  sustained,  and  (here  insert  chdllenged  member  s 
name  and  rank.)  is  therefore  excused  from  serving  as  a  member  of  the 
Court  in  this  case;  (or)  that  the  objection  of  the  accused  is  over-ruled. 

i  Objection  can  only  he  urged  to  one  member  at  a  time,  and  a  record  ns  above 
mast  be  made  in  each  instance.  If  the  , arson  on  trial  has  no  objection  to  offer, 
the  record  will  continue  as  follows :  \ 

The  members  of  the  Court  were  then  severally  duly  sworn  bv  the 
Judge  Advocate,  and  the  Judge  Advocate  was  then  dulv  sworn  bv  the 
President  of  the  Court :  all  of  which  oaths  were  administered  in  the 
presence  of  the  accused. 


u  will  faithfully  p-rfonu  the  dutie 
lie  record  of  the  proceedings  h.,, 


(For  form  of  oaths  see  li’l/A  Article  of  War  j 

It  a  e'erk  is  iutroikiced,  the  following  form  of  oath  wdi  b  ■  ad  uinis- 
t  >red  to  hint  by  the  Judge  Advocate: 

You  A.—  15.—  ,lo  swear  that  y«. 
a  Clerk  of  this  Court  and  make  ti¬ 
the  cause  now  on  trial,  So  lieip  yo 
The  record  will  state  as  follows: 

Toe  Judge  Advocat  ■  here  requested  authority  to  cmphiy  a  citizen 
clerk  (or  permission  to  introduce  an  enlisted  man  as  Clerk  of  th  •  Court,  t 
w  hich  was  granted,  and  A.  15.  was  thereupon  duly  swum  In-  the  Judge 
Advocate  to  faithfully  perform  the  duties  of  his  office,  wh.eh  oath  was 
administered  in  presence  of  the  accused. 

Should  the  person  on  trial  desire  to  introduce  counsel,  he  should  now  make 
application,  and  the  record  will  continue  as  follows  : 

The  accused  i.ow  requested  permission  of  the  Court  to  introduce 

. >  !US  ,lis  ooun.se I,  which  request  was  granted. 

( If  any  delay  in  the  trial  is  desired ,  application  should  now  he  made,  and 
in  paxsing  upon  the  request,  the  Court  should  be  governed  by  Paragraphs  -so' 
and  887,  Revised  Army  Regulations  of  isiin.  i 

The  accused  was  then  duly  arraigned  upon  th  -  following  charge  and 
specification  : 


S/wvificntion  : 


4. 

To  wliicli  the  accused  pleaded  as  follows  : 

To  the  specification  :  “Guilty,”  (or)  “Not  Guilty.” 

To  the  charge:  “Guilty,”  (or)  “Not  Guilty.” 

(  Or  the  accused  may,  in  lieu  of  pleading  to  the  merits,  put  in  a  special  plea 
in  bar  of  trial — to  the  jurisdiction,  or  autrefois  convict  or  other  recognised 
plea.  If  he  stands  mute  the  plea  of  not  guilty  should  be  entered  on  the  record 
irith  a  statement  of  his  refusal  to  plead. ) 

Captain . of  the  . C.  8.  Infantry,  a 

witness  for  the  prosecution,  then  came  before  the  Court  and  was  duly 
sworn  h.  t  lie  Judge  Advoc  ite,  and  te  titled  as  follows: 

(For  form  of  oath  see  i'-'d  Article  of  War.) 

Question,  l>y  the  Judge  Advocate  :  * 

Answer:  *  *  *  *  • 


Question,  by  accus'd :  *  *  * 

Ansirer  *  *  *  '  * 

(If  the  person  on  trial  declines  to  cross-examine  the  witness,  it.  should  so 
appear  on  the  record.  If  new  matter  has  been  elicited  in  the  cross-examina¬ 
tion,  bearing  upon  the  issue  of  the  trial,  the  Judge  Advocate  will  re-examine 
the  witness,  should  the  facts  require  it.) 

[After  the  examination-in-chief,  the  cross-examination  and.  re-examination . 
the  Court  can  ash  such  questions  as  it  may  deem  necessary.  A  question  by  a 
member  of  the  Court,  if  objected  to  and  rejected,  must  be  recorded  as  liby  a 
member.  ”  If  not  objected  to,  the  record  will  continue  as  follows  :) 

Question,  1  y  the  Court  :  *  *  * 

Answer:  *  *  *  * 


i  \fh  r  all  the  testimony  for  the  prosecution  has  been  adduced,  the  record  will 
continue  as  follows :) 


The  Judge  Advocate  then  : 

The  Court  then  at _ o’ch 

1»»  o’clock.  A.  V. 


announced  that  the  prosecution  rested. 

■ck  r.  m.,  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  at 


1st  Lieutenant . .. .  U.  S.  Cavalry, 

Judge  Advocate. 


Skcosd  Day. 

H >RT  SNELLING,  MINN., 


The  Court  met,  pursuant  to  adjournment,  at  10  o’clock,  a.  m 


Present  : 

{Here  give  >"  vies,  rank,  §c.,  of  members  present  and  of  Judge  Advocate. 
Absent : 

( Mantes,  rank,  and  cause  of  absence,  i 

The  accused  and . his  counsel,  also  present. 

The  proceedings  of  the . instant  were  then  read  and  approved. 

S-rgeant . of  the . F.  S.  Infantry,  a 

witness  for  the  defence,  then  came  before  the  Court  and  was  duly  sworn 
and  testified  as  follows  : 

Question,  by  the  accused  :  *  *  # 

Answer  *  *  *  * 


Cross-  Kx  a  m  i  x  a  tiox  . 
Question,  by  Judge  Advocate  :  * 

Answer  *  * 


Question,  by  the  Court  : 
Answer :  * 


The  accused  having  no  further  testimony  to  otter,  made  the  following 
statement  in  his  defence,  (or)  submitted  a  written  statement  in  his  de¬ 
fence,  which  was  read  to  the  Court  bv  the  accused,  (or  by  the  Judge 
Advocate),  and  is  hereto  annexed  marked  ‘'A.-’* 

The  Judge  Advocate  replied  as  follows  : 

( Here  insert  the  remarks  of  the  Judge  Advocate  if  verbal :  if  written,  thei/ 
should  be  read  and  annexed  as  in  the  case  of  the  defence),  (or)  the  Judge  Ad¬ 
vocate  submitted  the  case  without  remark. 

The  Court  was  then  cleared  and  closed  for  delilieration,  and  having 

maturely  consider  d  the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the  accused . 

. .  . . . ,  F.  S.  Infantry  : 

Of  the  specification  :  “Uuiltv,”  J  or]  “Not  Guilty.” 

Of  the  charge  :  “  Guilty,”  [or]  “Not  Guilty.” 

Ai  d  the  Court  does  therefore  sentence  him . .of 

. llegimont  F.  S.  Infantry,  to . 


'Note. — The  statement  of  the  accused,  when  in  writing,  or  a ramneiit  in  Ids 
defence,  and  all  pleas  in  liar  of  trial  or  abatement,  should  be  signed  by  himself 
and  appended  to  the  record,  and  referred  to  in  the  proceedings  as  having  been 
submitted  by  him,  whether  he  is  defended  by  counsel  or  nor. 


(or)  And  the  Court  does  therefore  acquit  him,. 
. of . Regiment  C.  S.  Infantry, 


Colonel . U.  S.  Infantry. 

IV*  sidei.t. 


1st  Lieutenant _ U.  S.  Cavalry. 

.lodge  Advocate, 

The  following  trill  be  added  tv  the  recoid  of  the  lust  ease  brought  before 
the  Couit.) 

There  being  no  further  business  before  it,  the  Court  then,  at . 

o’clock, ....  \i.,  adjourned  sine  die. 


Colont  I . U.  S.  Infantry, 

President. 

\st  Lieutenant . U.  S.  Cavalry, 

Judge  Advocate. 

(.4  space  of  two  payee  should  hr  left  at  tin  close  of  each  record,  for  the  deri¬ 
sions  nnel  orders  of  the  rcriejriny  authority.) 

The  proceedings  should  he  recorded  on  l,egal  Cap  paper,  each  record 
folded  in  four  folds,  and  endorsed  on  the  first  fold  as  follows  : 


PORT  SNKLL1.NO,  MINN., 


Proceedings  of  a  General  Court  Martial, 
convened  by  Special  Orders  No.., 
dated  Headquarters  Department 
of  Dakota . J87. . . . 


\sl  Lieutenant . 


Colonel . U.  S.  Infantry , 

President. 

.S'.  (Java try, 

Judge  Advocate. 


Cask  Tuikd 


Private 


Infantry. 


When  a  record  is  returned  to  the  Court  by  the  reviewing  authority 
for  revision,  the  subsequent  proceedings  thereon  should  be  recorded  as 
follows  : 

Revision'. 

FORT  SNELLING,  MINN., 

. 187 

The  Court  re-convened  with  closed  doors,  pursuant  to  the  following 
order,  at  10  o’clock,  A.  si.: 

(Here  han't  copy  of  order.) 

Present  : 

Absent : 

The  communication  from  the  Commanding  Officer,  Department  <>f 
Dakota,  of  date . 187..,  (or  memorandum  con¬ 

taining  the  instructions  to  the  Court,  and  the  reasons  of  the  reviewing 
authority  for  requiring  a  re-consideration  of  the  findings,  or  sentence, 
or  correction  of  the  record,)  was  then  read  to  the  Court  by  the  Judge 
Advocate,  and  is  attached  to  the  record  and  marked,  . . . .  " 

The  Court  having  carefully  considered  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
and  the  reasons  set  forth  for  revision  : 

a.  I)o  now  revoke  their  former  findings,  and  find,  Ac.,  Ac. 

/;.  Do  now  revoke  their  former  sentence,  and  do  sentence,  Ac.,  Ac. 


c.  Do  now  respectfully  adhere  to  their  former  findings  and  sentence. 


d.  Do  now  amend  the  record  by  Ac.,  Ac., 


Colonel . I  S.  Infantry, 

President. 


1*/  Lieutenant . C.  S.  Caralry, 

Judge  Advocate. 

HARRISON  COURTS  MARTIAL. 

First  Day. 

i  Harrison  Court  Martial  held  at  Fort  Ellis,  M.  T.,  pur- 


Procerdings  of  a 


8. 


sunlit  to  the  following  order : 

H K A1  >QC  ARTKRS  FORT  ELLIS,  M.  T.. 

. 187 


Post  Orders  1 
No....  I 

A  Garrison  Court  Martial  will  convene  at  this  Post  on  the . 

. 187. at  10  o’clock,  A  M.,  or  as  soon  thereafter  as 

practicable,  for  the  trial  of  such  prisoners  as  may  properly  be  brought 
before  it  * 

Detail  fob  the  Court. 

First  Lieutenant  A.  B.,  2d  Cavalry. 

First  Lieutenant  C.  IX,  2d  Cavalry. 

Second  Lieutenant  K.  F.,  2d  Cavalry. 


11 Y  COMMAND  OF - 

(Signed) 


Firrt  Lieutenant _ Infantry. 

Post  Adjutant. 


FORT  ELLIS,  M.  T., 


The  Court  met,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  order,  at - o’clock,  A.  M. 

Present : 

First  Lieutenant  A.  B.,  2d  Cavalry. 

First  Lieutenant  C.  IX,  2d  Cavalry. 

Second  Lieutenant  E.  F.,  2d  Cavalry. 

The  Court  then  proceeded  to  the  trial  of  Private . . 

Company . Regiment  TJ.  S.  Infantry,  who  was  then  brought 

before  the  Court,  and  having  heard  the  order  convening  it  read,  was 
asked  if  he  had  any  objection  to  being  tried  by  any  member  named 
therein  ;  to  which  lie  replied  in  the  negative.  The  Court,  including  the 
Recorder,  was  then  duly  sworn  according  to  law  in  the  presence  of  t lie 
accused.! 


•When  a  Post  is  commanded  by  a  field  officer,  and  the  detail  for  the  Court,  as 
well  as  the  accused  to  tie  tried,  all  belong  to  his  regiment,  the  followiug  words 
should  more  properly  be  prefixed  to  the  order:  “  It  being  impracticable  to  detail 
a  field  officer  as  a  Court. 


t  Noth.— The  mode  of  swearing  a  Regimental  or  Garrison  Court  as  announced 
in  General  Orders  No.  49,  War  Department,  May  18,  1871,  is  as  follows : 

“The  junior  member  of  the  Court  shall  be  its  recorder,  and  shall  administer  to 
the  other  two  members  the  oath  prescribed  in  the  article  for  members,  after  which 


I  The  record  will  be  wade  up  in  the  same  general  manner  as  indicated  for 
the  proceedings  of  General  Courts. ) 

The  junior  member,  sis  Recorder  or  Clerk  to  the  Court,  should,  with 
t lie  Presid*  r.t,  Authenticate  its  proc'eilincs  in  each  ease. 

In  the  absence  of  any  provision  for  the  detail  of  a  Judge  Advocate, 
or  person  officiating  as  such,  as  a  prosecuting  attorney  for  the  United 
States,  with  legal  obligations  to  the  accused — con  lined,  however,  simply 
to  objecting  to  any  leading  or  criminating  question — the  Court,  itself, 
proceeds  with  the  business  referred  to  if,  summons  all  necessary  wit¬ 
nesses,  and  asks  all  questions  tending  to  elucidate  the  matter,  pro  and 
con,  without  denial  to  the  accused  of  his  right  to  ask  any  additional 
question  pertinent  to  the  issue,  or  to  make  any  statement  "respectful  in 
its  character. 

Equal  obligation  rests  on  each  member  of  the  Court  to  well  and  truly 
try  and  determine,  according  to  evidence,  the  matter  before  it,  and  to 
duly  administer  justice. 

Questions  bv  the  Recorder,  or  any  other  member,  if  not  objected  to, 
become  “questions  by  the  Court." 

The  decision  and  orders  of  the  Reviewing  Officer,  confirming,  disap¬ 
proving,  or  remitting  the  sentenc",  sit  mid  follow  immediately  after  the 
signature  of  the  President  and  Recorder,  and  be  signed  by  him  and  not 
by  his  command,  and  then  forwarded,  without  delav,  together  with  a 
copy  of  his  Post  or  Regimental  Order  promulgating  the  proceedings,  to 
Department  Headquarters,  for  the  supervision  of  the  Department  Com¬ 
mander.  (See  Paragraph  808.  Army  Regulations.) 

O  K  N  K  R  A  L  1  X  8  T  R  U  C  T  IONS. 

Charges  asd  Specifications. 

In  preferring  charges,  care  should  le  used  to  specify  the  date  and  lo- 

t he  presiding  officer  shall  administer  to  the  reco.der  the  following  oath,  which 
combines  with  the  oath  of  a  member  the  additional  obligation  required  of  the 
Judge  Advocate,  or  person  officiating  as  such : 

“You,  A -  11 - -,  do  swear  that  you  will  well  and  truly  try  and  determine, 

according  to  evidence,  the  matter  now  before  you,  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  accused  to  be  tiied,  and  that  you  will  duly  administer  justice, 
according  to  the  provisions  of  ‘An  act  establishing  rules  and  articles  for  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  armies  of  the  United  States,’ without  partiality,  favor,  or  affec¬ 
tion;  and  if  any  doubt  should  arise,  not  explained  by  said  articles,  according  to 
your  conscience,  the  best  of  your  understanding,  and  the  custom  of  war  in  like 
cases ;  arid  you  do  further  swear  that  you  will  not  divulge  the  sentence  of  the 
Court  to  any  but  the  proper  authority,  until  it  shall  be  duly  disclosed  by  the  same ; 
neither  will  you  disclose  or  discover  the  vote  or  opinion  of  any  particular  member 
i  f  the  court  martial,  unless  required  to  give  evidence  thereof,  as  a  witness,  by  a 
court  of  justice,  in  a  due  course  of  law."  So  help  you  Go  1. 


10. 


calitv  of  the  alleged  offence.  When  doubt  exists,  it  may  he  alleged  that 
the  act  specified  was  committed  “at  or  near”  a  certain  place  and  “on  or 
about”  a  certain  date.  Before  charges  are  forwarded  to  Department 
Headquarters  for  trial  bv  a  General  Court,  Post  Commandants  should 
investigate  the  character  and  force  of  the  testimony  on  which  they  are 
based,  and  he  assured  that  the  alleged  facts  can  he  fully  established;  and 
also,  that  the  offenses  charged  are  of  so  grave  a  nature  that  a  Garrison  Court 
cannot  adjuge  a  sufficient  penalty. 

Charges  should  he  laid  under  the  specific  article  of  war  pertaining  to 
the  offense. 

Charges  cannot  he  legally  preferred  under  the  D9th  Article  of  War 
when  the. offense  committed  is  in  violation  of  any  other  article.* 

In  an  absence  from  any  appointed  parade,  drill,  or  other  exercise,  but 
not  from  the  limits  of  the  post,  the  specification  should  usually  be 
charged  under  the  44th  Article  of  War — but  otlierwi.se  under  the  21st. 
and  sometimes  under  both.  Soldiers  found  drunk  on  any  guard,  party, 
or  other  duty,  after  having  been  actually  placed  on  such  duty,  and  ill 
the  ranks,  and  not  until  then  discovered  to  he  drunk,  should  be  charged 
with;  violation  of  the  45tli  Article  of  War — but,  otherwise,  under  the 
99th  Article,  as  when  unable  to  turn  out  for,  or  attend, guard-mounting. 

Charges  laid  under  Articles  of  War  which  prescribe  possible  capital 
punishment,  such  as  the  9th  or  4tith  Articles,  aie  not  properly  cogniza¬ 
ble  by  a  (ianison  or  ilegimental  Court,  nor  should  degrading  crimes — 
like  theft,  to  the  prejudice  or  good  order,  &c. — lie  tried  before  such  tri¬ 
bunals.  In  preparing  several  specifications  under  a  charge,  the  date 
;.)  d  place  of  the  alleged  offence  should  be  written  in  each,  and  not 
merely  in  the  filial  specification. 


The  following  is  the  form  of  arraignment :  The  accused  standing,  the 
••barge  and  specification  should  be  read  to  him  by  the  Judge  Advocate, 
who  then  should  say  : 


'  In  charges  of  desertion,  the  date  of  enlistment  of  the  soldier  should,  when 
known,  lie  insei ted  for  the  information  of  the  reviewing  authority.  It  is,  how- 
>  \  or,  surtH'ient  to  prove  that  the  soldier  was  duly  enlisted,  or  that  he  had  volun¬ 
tarily  received  the  pay  and  performed  the  duties  of  a  soldier. 

The  payment  of  a  reward  for  apprehension— not  being  a  part  of  the  offence- 
should  not  be  embodied  in  the  specification.  The  names  of  witnesses  to  the  ap- 
jui-heiisiou  or  surrender  of  the  accused  should  invariably  be  noted  underneath 
the  charge.  The  date  and  place  of  such  apprehension  or  surrender,  as  well  as  the 
Jate  aud  place  of  desertion,  should  each  lie  included  in  the  specification. 


‘‘Volt  have  heard  the  charge  ml  specifications  preferred  agaiAst  von. 

What  sav  you  to  the  (1st)  specification — guilty,  or  not  guilty  ? 

What  say  you  to  the  charge — guilty,  or  not  guilty  t" 

The  pleading  should  !>’  to  tin  specifications  in  their  ord-r,  and  lastly 
to  the  charge.  (See  70tA  Article  of  War.) 

Kvidknck. 

When  the  accused  has  enter  al  a  plea  in  lnr  of  trial,  tin  Court  s!iou!<1, 
if  the  plea  is  primn  facie  tenable.  revive  evident!?  of  the  facts  theta  in 
stateil,  and  if  tin  plea  lie  found  valid,  should  postpone  further  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  case  and  report  its  decision  to  the  convening  authority. 

When  the  accused  lias  plead  guilty,  and,  with  no  evidence  taken,  has 
mad?  a  statement  to  the  Court  inconsistent  with  his  pita,  the  statt  nient 
and  plea  should  he  considered  together,  and  if  guilt  is  not  conclusively 
admitted,  the  Court  should  direct  the  entry  of  a  plea  of  not  guilty  and 
proceed  with  the  trial  on  its  merits. 

In  all  cases  subject  to  a  discretionary  punishment,  a  full  knowledge 
of  the  circumstances  attending  t lie  offence  is  essentia!  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  reviewing  authority,  and  to  an  enlightened  exercise  of  the 
discretion  of  the  Court  in  measuring  the  punishment — except  wh°re  the 
specification  is  so  descriptive  as  to  disclose  all  the  circumstances  of 
mitigation  or  aggravation  which  accompanies  the  offense. 

When  the  Court  takes  evidence  after  a  plea  of  ‘‘guilty,"  the  accused 
may  cross-examine  the  witnesses,  and  he  may  produce  evidence  to  rebut 
their  testimony,  uid  evidence  as  to  character,  and  may  utldreis  the 
Court  in  extenuation  of  the  offense  or  in  mitigation  of  punishment. 

The  best  attainable  evidence  should  always  he  adduced,  and  should 
lie  conGned  to  the  allegations  at  issue. 

Hearsay  testimony  is  inndinissuhle  :  as  also  are  opinion $  of  witness 
except  upon  questions  where  witnesses  are  called  to  t  -t  ty  as  experts. 
and  t lie  fact  that  they  are  such  clearly  shown. 

In  allegations  of  drunkenness,  wit  losses, in  other  respects  competent, 
can  give  their  opinion  and  belief  as  to  the  state  of  sobriety  of  the  accu¬ 
sed  at  the  times  specified. 

Documentary  evidence  is  only  admissible  when  its  authenticity  has 
been  established  by  sworn  testimony,  or  under  the  seal  of  a  court  of 
record. 

When  original  documents  are  introduced,  and  arc  of  such  a  character 
that  the  originals  cannot  be  retained,  copies,  certified  as  correct  by  the 
Judge  Advocate,  may  lie  attached  to  the  record. 

When  transcripts  from  t tie  records  of  any  of  the  Kxerutive  Depart¬ 
ments  of  the  Government  are  used,  they  should  be  certified  to  by  the 
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chief  officer  of  the  bureau  in  which  the  originals  are  filed,  and  the  au¬ 
thenticity  of  the  certification  verified  under  the  seal  of  the  Department 
l>y  the  Secretary  thereof. 

The  entry  on  the  descriptive  list  of  a  soldier  that  he  has  deserted,  is 
not  proof  of  the  offense,  but  merely  evidence  that  he  has  been  charged 
with  its  commission. 

Irrelevant  testimony  is  not,  of  necessity,  inadmissable,  as  many  ques¬ 
tions  which  may  appear  irrelevant  are  in  fact  not  so.  Caution  should 
be  exercised  in  objecting  to  interrogatories  on  this  ground.  (General 
Orders  No  .‘12,  War  Department,  October  31,  1872.) 

Courts  martial  are  governed  by  the  Common  Law  Rules  of  Evidence, 
except  where  such  rules  have  been  modified  by  acts  of  Congress. 

Examination'  of  Witnesses. 

After  a  witness  has  been  sworn,  the  first  question  should  be  as  to  his 
own  name  and  rank,  and  the  second  so  framed  as  to  elicit  an  answer 
embracing  the  recognition  of  the  accused,  including  rank,  company, 
regiment,  &e.  The  third  in  such  form  that  the  answer  may  show  that 
the  witness  has  been  so  placed  as  to  have  knowledge  of  the  circumstan¬ 
ces  set  forth  in  the  pleadings.  The  fourth  and  subsequent  interrogato¬ 
ries  to  be  framed  so  as  to  elicit  all  the  facts  material  to  the  matter  at 
issue.  Care  should  be  taken  in  the  direct  examination  to  prove,  as 
nearly  as  possible,  the  averments  of  time  and  place  laid  down  in  the 

Leading  questions,  or  such  as,  from  their  construction,  plainly  suggest 
I"  the  witness  the  desired  answer,  are  not  admissible  in  an  examina¬ 
tion-in-chief. 

In  the  trial  of  a  case,  the  Court  should  usually  defer  questioning  a 
witness  until  after  his  examination  by  the  .Judge  Advocate,  and  the  ac¬ 
cused,  has  been  completed.  Such  questions  should  be  for  the  purpose 
of  clearing  doubts  in  the  minds  of  members,  or  of  reconciling  discrep- 

The  cross-examination  should  be  confined  to  testimony  elicited  in  the 
examination-in-chief,  and  not  run  into  a  general  defence  involving  new 
matter.  When  facts  are  to  be  elicited  from  witnesses  for  the  prosecu¬ 
tion,  advantageous  to  the  accused,  such  witnesses  can  be  recalled  by  the 
defence  for  that  purpose. 

Re-examination  is  only  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  any  new  facts 
that  may  come  out  in  the  cross-examination,  and  should,  as  a  general 
rule,  be  confined  to  this. 

Witnesses  may  be  recalled  by  the  Court  at  any  stage  in  the  proceed- 
i  ;_s  tnr  such  examination  as  may  be  deemed  necessary,  in  which  case 
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both  parties  must  l>e  present.  The  Court  may  also  call  before  it,  wit¬ 
nesses  not  summoned  by  either  the  prosecution  or  defence. 

After  a  witness  has  given  his  evidence  in  full,  it  should  be  read  over 
to  him,  that  he  may  see  whether  it  has  been  recorded  as  he  gave  it,  ami 
that  he  may  make  corrections,  if  necessary. 

If  a  witness  desires  to  make  corrections  after  hearing  his  testimony 
read,  his  statement  in  explanation  should  l>e  recorded — changes  in  the 
testimony  as  originally  given  should  not  be  permitted — as  thereby  the 
benefit  derived  from  cross-examination  might  be  lost. 

Findings. 

When  the  proof  adduced  sustains  the  pleadings  in  a  partial  form 
only,  the  Court  should  acquit  of  the  unproven  portion  in  express 
terms ;  and  where  the  alleged  date  and  place  of  the  offense  is  found  to 
be  erroneous,  the  proper  corrections  should  be  made  in  the  findings. 

Sentence. 

The  following  numliered  Articles  of  War  are  mandatory  as  to  the 
sentences  to  be  adjudged  for  their  violation  :  Articles  14,  15,  16,  17,  18, 
22,  38,  39,  55,  77  and  83.  Any  other  than  the  prescribed  sentence 
would  lie  illegal. 

The  legal  punishments  which  may  be  inflicted  by  sentence  of  a  Court 
Martial  will  be  found  under  Paragraph  895,  Army  Regulations. 

Forfeiture  of  pay  for  a  violation  of  the  45th  Article  of  War  only,  is 
now  a  legal  punishment. 

A  Court  cannot  in  its  findings  legally  substitute  the  99tli  Article  of 
War  for  any  other — when  the  specification  and  testimony  sustain  the 
particular  article  under  which  the  specification  is  laid. 

It  is  only  when  the  proof  under  the  specification  does  not  sustain  the 
charge  that  the  Court  may,  in  its  discretion,  substitute  the  99th  Article. 

Record. 

All  orders  which  have  been  issued,  modifying  the  detail  of  a  Court, 
after  its  original  organization,  should  be  included  in  the  record  of  every 

The  entire  proceedings  of  the  Court  in  each  case  should  be  fully  set 
forth  in  the  record.  All  orders,  motions,  or  rulings  of  the  Court  itself— 
all  motions,  propositions,  objections,  arguments,  statements,  &c.,  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  and  the  accused — the  entire  testimony  of  each  witness, 
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jjiven  in  lii^  own  .language — and,  indeed,  every  feature  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing  material. to  a  complete  history  of  the  ease,  and  to  a  correct  under¬ 
standing  of  every  point  of  the  same  by  the  reviewing  authority — should 
he  recorded  at  length. 

The  record  of  proceedings,  and  the  final  defence  of  the  accused, 
should  he  written  upon  Legal  Cap  paper  of  uniform  size. 

The  proceedings  in  each  completed  case  should  he  immediately 
signed  by  the  President  and  Judge  Advocate. 

Recommendations  to  clemency  should  not  he  placed  in  connection 
with  the  sentence,  hut  should  he  appended  to  the  record. 

All  documentary  evidence  submitted  to  the  Court  must  he  attached  to 
the  record,  lettered  in  the  order  of  submission,  as  “A,”  “11, ”  &e. 

The  hour  at  which  the  Court  meets  and  adjourns  each  day  should  he 
stated  in  the  record,  in  order  that  it  may  be  determined  by  the  review¬ 
ing  authority  whether  the  Court  sat  during  legal  hours,  and  the  close  of 
each  dav's  proceedings  generally  authenticated  by  the  signature  of  the 
Judge  Advocate. 

The  record  should  show  that  the  accused  had  ail  opportunity  ottered 
him  to  cross-examine  the  witnesses  for  the  prosecution. 

When  an  interpreter  is  necessary,  the  record  must  show  that  lie  was 
duly  sworn,  in  open  Court,  to  faithfully  perform  such  duties. 

If  a  reporter  or  clerk  is  appointed  by  proper  authority,  according  to 
existing  law  and  orders,  the  record  must  show  that  he  was  duly  sworn 
in  open  Court  and  in  the  presence  of  the  accused,  faithfully  to  perform 
his  duty  and  record  the  proceedings  of,  and  testimony  to  he  taken,  be¬ 
fore  the  Court,  in  the  particular  case. 

“  The  duties  devolved  upon  officers  appointed  to  sit  as  members  of 
Courts  Martial,  are  of  the  most  grave  and  important  character,  and  that 
these  duties  may  be  discharged  with  justice  and  propriety,  it  is  incum- 
Uuit  on  all  officers  to  apply  themselves  diligently  to  the  acquirement  of 
a  competent  knowledge  of  Military  Law,  and  to  make  themselves  per¬ 
fectly  acquainted  with  all  orders  and  regulations,  and  with  the  practice 
of  Military  Courts."  ( Order  No.  23,  A.  G.  O.,  May  8,"  1830.) 

The  attention  of  Courts  Martial  is  invited,  in  this  connection,  to  the 
published  decisions  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Army,  under 
the  titles  of  “Court  Martial — Finding — and  Record.” 

Remarks. 

To  secure  the  attendance  of  necessary  and  material  witness  before  a 
General  Court  Martial,  the  Judge  Advocate  should  usually  proceed  as 
follows : 
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•,  it  is  not  practicable  to 
take  the  desired  testimony  by  deposition  under  Section  27.  Act  of  Con- 
s  approved  M  iivii  d,  In  siicli  case,  the  snuimons  and  ap- 

l>li  #tion  of  the  JmU»  Advocat  *  thus  certified  will  be  sent  through  De- 


ubpu-na  a  citizen  witness,  it  i 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Court,  that  1; 

and  tlie  f.ict  entered  on  th-  record.* 

Duplicate  sub)  umu  s  should  then  be  sent  to  tbc  nearest  Post  Com  mnti  - 
d  r  for  service,  if  tlie  witness  resides  within  the  Department,  or  else  to 
Department  Headquarters,  unless  otherwise  specially  directed  by  the 

Service  is  nu.de,  iu  d<r  the  laws  of  ti  e  fnited  States,  by 
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the  effect,  that  on  such  a  day,  dat»,  and  place,  the  affiant  personally 
served  the  within  named  witness,  by  delivering  to  him,  a  snbpteiut,  of 
which  the  within  is  a  complete  copy. 

Such  affidavit  can  be  taken  in  the  manner  provided  by  Paragraph' 
1031,  Army  Regulations. 

Any  person,  instructed  by  the  Judge  Advocate  or  Post  Commander, 
can  serve  the  subpoena ;  but  service  by  mail  is  not  a  legal  service. 

Should  the  witness  fail  to  appear  on  due  and  reasonable  notice,  the 
Judge  Advocate  has,  by  the  25th  section  of  the  Act  of  Congress  approv¬ 
ed  March  3,  1863,  power  to  issue  like  process,  to  compel  any  witness  to 
appear  and  testify,  as  the  Courts  of  criminal  jurisdiction  within  the 
State,  Territory  or  District  where  such  Court  may  be  convened.  This 
.power  includes  also  the  power  to  execute  such  process  through  some 
officer,  who  shall  be  specially  charged  with  its  execution.  (12  Vol. 
Opinions  U.  S.  Attorneys'  General,  of  1868,  p.  581.) 

The  Judge  Advocate  should,  therefore,  present  and  have  attached  to 
the  record,  and  therein  noted,  the  duplicate  subpoena  and  affidavit  of 
service,  and  formally  move  the  Court  for  a  writ  of  attachment  against 
the  contumacious  witness. 

If  the  motion  is  granted,  the  record  should  show  it  ;  and  the  Judge 
Advocate  should  then  apply  to  the  Department,  Commander  for  the 
name  of  some  military  officer  to  serve  the  process,  and  formally  direct 
the  writ  of  attachment  to  him,  and  attach  thereto  a  certified  copy  of  the 
order  convening  the  Court,  and  copies  also  of  the  original  subpoena  and 
charges  and  specifications.  The  Post  Commander  will  thereupon  fur¬ 
nish  the  officer  a  suffleent  force  for  the  execution  of  the  process*  when¬ 
ever  such  force  shall  be  actually  required. 


•The  following  forms  should  he  used  : 


(Subpoena.) 

General  Court  Martial  Rooms, 

(Station  of  Court.') . 

THK  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Tot . 


AMERICA: 
. Greetin' i 


Pursuant  to  the  25th  section  of  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 1863,  you 

are  hereby  required  to  he  and  appear,  in  your  own  proper  person,  on  the _ day  of 

. is? . . ,  at  —  o’clock  in  the  . .  noon,  before  a  General  Court  Martial 

of  the  United  States,  convened  at  said . by  virtue  of 

special  Orders  Number  ...,  of . 187..,  from  the  Headquarters  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of . to  testify  and  give  evidence  all  that 

you  may  know  concerning  the  pending  case  then  and  there  to  be  tried,  of  the 

United  States  versus . ,  accused  of . under  the 

laws  of  the  United  states,  and  have  you  then  and  there  this  precept. 

Winess: . (Xante,  if  Presiding  Officer,) . President  of  said 

Court,  this _ day  of . ,187.. 


(Rank) 

t  name  and  address 


(I  Insert 


of  toil 


Judge  Advocate. 


Ill  executing  such  process,  it  is  lawful  to  use  only  just  the  necessary 
amount  of  force  to  bring  the  witness  according  to  its  tenor. 

If,  in  executing  this  legal  process,  the  officer  should  he  served  with  a 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  from  any  Stale  Court  (or  State  Judge)  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  witness,  it  will  he  his  duty  to  endorse  and  return  such 
writ,  respectfully  informing  the  Court  (or  Judge)  that  “he  holds  the 
“within  named  prisoner  pursuant  to  the  writ  of  attachment,  of  which  a 
“copv,  with  accompanying  orders  convening  Court,  subpoena,  and 
“charges,  are  annexed,  and  that  he  is  diligently  and  in  good  faith  en- 
“gaged  in  executing  said  writ  of  attachment  according  to  its  commands. 
“That  lie,  respectfully,  submits  for  the  inspection  of  the  Court,  (or 
“Judge)  the  original  process  under  which  he  is  acting  ;  but,  that  as  he 
“holds  the  prisoner  under  and  by  color  of  the  authority  of  the  United 
“States,  respectfully  denies  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Honorable  Court  (or 
“Judge)  to  proceed  further  in  the  premises,  but  requests  the  dismissal 
“of  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  for  such  cause,  and  invites  attention  to  the 
“decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  on  this  subject.” 

(Vide:  Ableman  vs.  Booth.  21  Howard's  U.  S.  Rep.  p.  50(>.) 

(  Vide  :  U.  S.  vs.  Tarble,  13  Wallaces  U.  S.  Rep.  p.  357, 
promulgated  in  General  Orders  No.  1  <»,  War  Department ,  Adjutant  Gen¬ 
eral's  Office ,  1x72.) 

The  officer  is  not  required  to  produce  the  prisoner  before  such  State 
Court,  (or  Slate  Judge,)  neither  should  he  permit  him  to  be  taken 
lroin  his  custody. 

When  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  is  issued  from  a  United  States  Court, 
or  by  a  United  States  Judge,  it  must  1*  implicitly  obeyed  and  the  pris¬ 
oner  produced,  with  the  orders  or  process  under  which  he  may  be  held. 

5th.  Depositions  of  witnesses  cannot  be  taken  nor  read  in  evidence 
where  military  offenders  are  charged  with  the  violation  of  an  Article  of 
War,  the  penalty  for  which,  as  in  the  9tli,  4fith,  or  52d  Articles,  may  be 
death. 

In  time  of  peace — under  the  Act  of  Congress  of  May  29,  1830,  limit¬ 
ing  the  20th  Article  of  War — the  crime  of  desertion  is  not  a  capital  one. 

In  order  to  ascertain  as  to  the  competency  of  a  witness,  the  opposite 
party,  whether  Judge  Advocaie  or  accused,  is  entitled,  on  request,  to 
examine  him  upon  the  subject  before  he  is  examined  in  chief. 

This  is  termed  an  examination  on  the  i toirf  dire;  but  if  the  incompe¬ 
tency  appear  at  any  period  during  the  trial,  the  Court  will  give  the  op¬ 
posite  party  the  lienelit  of  it,  by  ruling,  on  motion,  not  to  consider  the 
testimony  of  the  witness. 
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llis  competency,  when  thus  impeached  on  the  voir/diie,  may,  how¬ 
ever,  he  restored  by  cross-examination  by  the  party  calling  him,  or  by 
introducing  other  evidence  thereto. 

In  the  same  manner,  when  a  prisoner  objects  to  \>eing  tried  by  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Court,  he  may  examine  the  member  on  his  voirf  dire ,  with  a 
right  then  to  the  Judge  Advocate  to  establish  competency,  subject  to 
mature  decision  of  Court  as  to  whether  he  ought  to  serve. 

All  this  must  ltecome  matter  of  record. 

The  following  oath  should  lie  used  on  the  voirj  dire : 

“  J'om  do  solemnly  swear  that  you  will  true  answers  make  to  such  questions 
as  may  lie  here  put  to  yon.  touching  your  competency  to  serve  as  a  witness,  [or 
member,  in  this  cause,  ; or  touching  the  challenge  exhibited  against  you.  I  So 
help  yon  God."' 

It  sometimes  happens  that  a  witness  may  be  adverse  to  the  party  call¬ 
ing  him  :  in  which  ease  the  Court  may  allow,  on  request,  the  direct  ex¬ 
amination  to  take  the  character  of  a  cross-examination. 


OFFICIAL  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry, 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

Major  and  Judge  Advocate  U.  S.  A. 


(No  6.) 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

SW i nl  Paul.  Minn.,  June  5,  1*74. 

ClRCl'EAR 

The  attention  of  Post  Commanders  and  others  concerned  is  called  to 
the  fact  that  article  VIII  of  the  contract  made  on  the  14th  of  March, 
1874,  between  Colonel  I).  H.  Rucker,  Assistant  Quartermaster  General 
U.  S.  A.,  and  S.  B.  Cnulxon,  for  the  transportation  of  military  supplies  on 
the  Missouri  river,  requires  that  in  all  eases  when  supplies  Ac  have  been 
transported  by  said  (Jouleon,  Boards  of  Survey  shall  be  called  on  the  ar¬ 
rival  of  the  stores  at  their  point  of  destination  or  delivery,  to  examine 
the  quantity  and  condition  of  the  property  transported. 

Post  Commanders  will  see  that  such  Boards  are  promptly  appointed, 
upon  the  application  of  the  contractor  or  his  agent,  and  that  their  pro¬ 
ceedings  conform  to  the  requirements  ot  the  aforesaid  contract. 


By  Command  ok  Brioadikk  Gkxkua:,  Ti:::ry. 


O.  I>.  OK1CKNE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  :}d  Infantry,  A.  I)  C. 


(No  7.) 


HKA I XJl’ A  HTKKS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Sri  in  t  Paul,  Minn..  June  10,  1S74 

(JlRtTLAR 

For  the  information  and  guidance  of  officers  of  this  command,  whose 
duties  require  them  to  advertise  on  public  service,  it  is  announced  that 
the  “  Rixmarck  Tribune,”  a  newspaper  published  at  Bismarck,  Dakota 
Territory,  has  been  placed  on  the  advertising  list  of  the  War  Department. 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  Okxekai,  Tkrky. 
O.  I>.  GREENE, 

.  Ixsitftu:/  Adjutant  General 


A -militant  Adjutant  General. 


I 


■ 


(No  8.) 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  June  12,  1874. 

Circular : 

It  being  contemplated  that  the  Chief  Commissary  of  Subsistence  at 
these  headquarters  shall  pay  all  accounts  for  subsistence  supplies,  fur¬ 
nished  at  the  various  posts  and  stations  in  this  Department,  which  may 
remain  unpaid  at  the  close  of  the  present  fiscal  year,  the  Commanding 
Officers  of  such  posts  and  stations  will  cause  their  respective  Acting  Com¬ 
missaries  of  Subsistence  to  carry  out  the  following  instructions,  viz  : 

To  pay  before  the  close  of  business  June  30th,  1874,  all  accounts  per¬ 
taining  to  the  current  fiscal  year,  for  commutation  of  rations,  company- 
savings,  services  and  hospital  supplies,  for  the  payment  of  which  be  may 
have  on  hand  sufficient  funds 

To  transfer  to  the  Chief  Commissary  of  Subsistence  at  these  headquar¬ 
ters,  all  subsistence  funds  for  which  the  Acting  Commissary  of  Subsistence 
may  be  responsible  tit  the  close  of  the  present  fiscal  year. 

To  prepare  and  forward  to  these  headquarters  on  or  before  July  10, 
1874,  a  list  of  all  debts  on  account  of  army  subsistence,  outstanding  and 
and  unpaid  at  the  close  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  such  lists  to  be  approv¬ 
ed  by  the  Post  Commander. 

To  forward,  for  payment,  to  these  headquarters  as  soon  as  practicable 
after  June  30,  1874,  accounts  in  duplicate,  duly  certified  by  the  proper 
officer  and  approved  by  the  Post  Commander,  for  such  debts  on  account 
of  army  subsistence  as  may  remain  unpaid  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  officers  having  in  their  possession 
after  June  30.  1874,  subsisting  funds  pertaining  to  the  fiscal  year  ending 
on  that  date,  should  make  up  separate  accounts  current  for  such  funds. 


OFFICIAL : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  Gen  krai.  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Ax- nixtant  Adjutant  General 


t  aptain  3 d  Infantry. 


A.  1).  (. 


(N«>  9.) 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

■«•»•»/  /•«„/.  Min,...  JUne  22,  1*7* 

Circular : 

Officers  of  the  Quartermaster's  Department  serving  in  this  command, 
will  immediately  after  the  end  of  the  present  fiscal  year,  transfer  to  the 
Chief  Quartermaster  ol  the  Department,  the  public  funds  of  this  year 
pertaining  to  the  appropriation  for  the  Quartermaster’s  Department  for 
which  they  are  accountable,  excepting  so  much  as  may  be  required  to 
discharge  the  indebtedness  of  the  department,  properly  incurred  and  pay¬ 
able  at  their  respective  stations. 

At  posts  where  the  amount  of  funds  on  hand  is  not  sufficient  to  dis¬ 
charge  said  indebtedness,  the  Quartermaster  will  report  the  additional 
amount  actually  required  for  such  purpose.  The  report  will  set  forth  the 
amount  required  under  each  of  the  several  heads  of  the  appropriation 


OFFICIAL  : 


By  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3 d  Infantry,  A.  It.  C. 


. 

-  -  , 


(No  10.) 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Snint  Pnul.  Minn..  June  "27,  1  XT 4 

ClHOUtAB  : 

The  attention  of  officers  of  this  command,  charged  with  the  issue  of 
clothing,  is  called  to  the  fact  that  the  Act  of  Congress  of  June  16th,  1874, 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  army,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  provides  for  the  issue  of  the  following  articles  of  old  pattern  cloth¬ 
ing,  viz:  uniform  hats,  forage  caps,  uniform  coats,  uniform  jackets  and 
flannel  sack  coats,  lined  and  unlined.  Therefore,  at  all  stations  where 
the  above-named  articles  are  on  hand  they  will  he  held  for  issue,  and  not 
sold  or  otherwise  disposed  of. 


P.y  Command  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 
o.  W.  GREENE, 

Assista/i,'  Adjutant  General. 

official  : 


Captain  3 d  Jnfantry,  A.  /•’.  C. 


(No.  11.) 


HEADQUARTERS  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  August  10,  1874. 

Circular : 

The  following  decision  is  published  for  the  information  of  this  com¬ 
mand  : 

( Telegram. ) 

War  Department, 

Adjutant  General’s  Office, 

July  30th,  1874. 

Major  General  J  M.  Schofield,  Commanding  Military  Division  of  the  Pacific, 
San  Francisco,  California. 

In  the  matter  of  forfeitures,  men  discharged  under  provisions  of  circular 
of  June  23,  1874,  are  the  same  as  if  discharged  by  expiration  of  term  of 
service.  Such  men  are  discharged  because  of  the  necessity  for  the  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  enlisted  force  of  the  army. 

(Signed,)  Thomas  M.  Vincent, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


By  Command  of  Brioadier  General  Terry, 

«>.  I).  OREENE, 

Assistant.  Adjutant  Genet  at. 


Captain  'id  Infantry,  A.  D.  C. 


. 


‘ 


;No.  12.) 


HEADQUARTERS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  DAKOTA, 
Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  September  29<A,  1874. 

Circular : 

In  view  of  the  reduced  appropriation  for  regular  supplies  of  the 
Quartermaster's  Department,  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  and  the  limited 
amount  allotted  to  this  Military  Department,  Post  Commanders  and 
others  concerned  will  see  that  no  greater  quantity  of  fuel,  forage,  and 
straw  is  called  for  or  received  from  contractors,  under  existing  contracts, 
for  their  respective  posts,  or  by  purchase  under  existing  authority,  than 
is  necessary  for  the  wants  of  their  commands  for  this  fiscal  year. 

Past  Commanders  will  report  at  once,  to  these  headquarters,  the  total 
quantity  of  each  of  the  above  named  articles  that  will  be  required  for 
the  balance  of  the  year  and  also  the  quantity  already  received. 


official: 


By  Command*  of  Brigadier  General  Terry. 

O.  D.  GREENE, 

Amstant  Adjutant  General. 


Captain  3d  Infantry,  A.  I).  C. 


(No.  13.) 


hkadquaktkbs  uepartkknt  ok  DAKOTA. 

Sai'd  Paul,  Minn.,  November  14,  18/4. 

command.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

S";<W«r.„  . . .  „,0, 

your  «  »  wlM  b»‘  prevent 


our  agency  as  win  ocs,  t- . .  .  ,  restrain  and  punish 

,i,i„  ti.e  military  with  more  ease  and  ceitamty 
,  enable  tin  mini  .  .  ,  ,cted  to  co-operate  heartily  with  tne 

lawless  Indians,  you  are  hud  y  ■  ,  .  ,  „111V  there  for 

„L.r,o^,nnn,ln,gonyu,mu,p..lc«cl.jA 
purposes  of  . . 


»  detachment  which  may  come  tlu  r 

alians ;  and  if  any  Indians 

pu.f -  ,  «re  known  to  have  committed  depreda- 

have  fled  upon  the  reserve  *  m  •  j  •  t  „  procure  the  immediate 

tic  ns.  you  will  reqturethewdW^  Indn  P  ;|S  they  have 

surrender  of  the  guilty  parties  together  w.tn 

taken.  .  ,  ,  >  K(l  vou  will  recuu  st  of  the  r 


nil  it  ary 


a  sufficient  fonie  to  ni^-e  '  ‘t  lullire  depredations, 
punishment  as  m  ■  murder  or  any  serious 

. — . . . 

case  can  be  reported  to  ibis  ofhee. 


crime  you 
until  their 


Very  Respectfully, 

Your  Obedient  Servant, 

.sifncii  W  hM,TH> 

Commissioner. 


John  M.  Shaw,  Esq. 
U.  S.  Inman  Agent 
Ojo,  CalieiUe,  N-  M 


War  Department, 

Adjutant  General’s  Office, 

Washington,  November  4,  1874. 

Official  copy  respectfully  referred  to  the  General  of  the  Army,  for  the 
information  of  the  proper  Division  and  Department  Commanders.  The 
papers  within  referred  to  wore  forwarded  from  Army  Headquarters, 
September  10th,  1874. 

By  Order  of  the  Secretary  of  War, 

(Signed)  E.  D.  Townsend, 

Adjutant  General. 
Headquarters  or  the  Army,. 

St.  Louis,  Nov.  7,  1874. 

Respectfully  forwarded  to  the  Lieutenant  General,  Commanding 
Military  Division  of  the  Missouri. 

By  Command  of  General  Sherman, 

(Signed)  Wm.  D.  Whipple, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

Official  copy  respectfully  furnished  the  Commanding  General  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Dakota,  for  his  information. 

By  Command  of  Lieutenant  General  Sheridan, 
(Signed)  R.  C.  Drum, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

FIdqrs  M.  D.  M 
Nov.  10,  18/4. 


OFFICIAL 


By  Command  of  Brioadier  General  Terry, 
e.  w.  SMITH, 

Captain  18 th  Infantry 
Acting  Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


1st  Lieutenant  (Wt  Infantry,  A.  D.  C 


— 


